












































































































































36 DIFFICULTIES OF CHARLES I.

arise from thence, they quickly come to know
each other so well, as they rather break into
several divisions than join any one public in-
terest; and from hence have always arisen the
most dangerous factions.”* But a royal care
unknown to Clarendon lay hidden in the
King’s breast. Charles was aware of the moral
condition of his army. The Marquis of Ha-
milton had in the gallery at Whitehall con-
fidentially revealed to the King the fatal secret,
that the English nobility and general officers
were far from being heartily engaged in this
war. They were not to be trusted; the Scots
at Court had succeeded in impressing on the
minds of some that they were little interested
in a bellum Episcopale; nor was it probably
unknown to Charles that the officers and pri-
vates in his army on their march had openly
declared that they would not fight to maintain
the pride and power of the Bishops.t Many
also who took no interest in the factions of the
day, but consulted their own quiet and the
King’s happiness, vented their contempt on the
poverty of Scotland; and as May tells us, the
younger courtiers were usually heard to wish
Scotland under water, or that the old wall

* Clarendon, i. 206.
t+ Whitelocke’s Memorials, 33.


















42 DIFFICULTIES OF CHARLES I.

Lord Holland, the determined spirit of the
Scots was confirmed, as well as the suspicions
and the dread of the King of the disposition of
his own troops. The Marquis of Hamilton lay
inactive at sea, and Lord Holland was a fugi-
tive on land. At London the King was cen-
sured for not more vigorously quelling the
Scotch revolt. Those indeed who were distant
from the scene, and knew little or nothing of
the state of both armies, wondered at the King
losing this opportunity of chastising his rebels.
Contemporaries rarely possess the secrets re-
served for their posterity. The Covenanters
were alike surprised at the inactivity of the
English, which they ascribed to a refined policy
designed to waste by delay their limited re-
sources. They were acquainted at that moment
neither with the indifference of the whole army,
nor the disappointments of Charles in a foreign
negociation for Spanish troops, who, it was ru-
moured, had landed in England, and also in
some expected levies from Ireland. The Scots
in this first incursion were awed too by the
fear of rousing the jealousy of the English
people. A secret intercouse indeed had already
been opened with some English friends, but
no party, however, had yet risen in strength
openly to espouse their cause. We learn this
























50 DIFFICULTIES OF CHARLES I.

would not answer any proposition which they
made, nor receive any, but in writing. They
withdrew themselves to a side-table and wrote
a supplication—to ratify the acts of the assem-
bly at Glasgow that all Ecclesiastical matters
be determined by the Kirk —and that a peace
be granted and all incendiaries suffer punish-
ment.

"This supplication having been- read, his Ma-
jesty said he could give no sudden answer to
it—in fact it included the great point of the
abolishment of Episcopacy.

THE Kinc.—Here you have presented your
desires ; as much as to say, Give us all we de-
sire; which if no other than settling of your
religion and laws established, I never had other
intentions than to settle them. His Majesty
withal told them that their propositions were a
little too rude at the first. (Charles alluded to
the ratifying the democratic acts of the Glas-
gow assembly.)

Loupo~.—We desire your Majesty that our
grounds laid down may receive the most fa-
vourable construction. ‘

Tae Kinc.—I protest T have no intention
to surprise you, but I withal desire you to con-
sider how you stand too strictly upon your pro-
positions.—I intend not to alter any thing in










































64 CHARLES I. RESISTS THE

an event in which Charles the First maintain-
ed the independence of his Crown, among
foreign powers, guided by the true interests
of England. Those state-interests, I presume,
must ever be an unremitting watchfulness over
the growth of her neighbours’ influence, and
the secret intrigues of their cabinets; hence to
keep down the stronger, and to strengthen the
weaker, but above all things to preserve Eng-
land from becoming a passive instrument of
the dangerous projects of an ambitious rival,
or a seductive enemy.

In the present case, Charles the First per-
formed the duty of an English Monarch, how-
ever fatally the event terminated for his own
happiness.

Our popular historians, some of whom, it
must be granted, were not supplied with the
copious materials we now possess, and some of
whom would certainly have wanted both the
necessary diligence and candour, had they pos-
sessed them, have accused Charles the First
of a blind and sometimes of “a Popish” in-
clination towards Spain. On this prejudiced
principle, they have not hesitated to charge
as “a mere pretence” the danger into which
Charles considered the nation was thrown by
a secret league between France and the United




































































































































108 HISTORY AND TRIAL OF

one’s table, spoken in one’s sick bed, spoken
perhaps to gain better reason, to give himself
more clear light and judgment, by reasoning;
if these things shall be brought against a man
as treason, this, under favour, takes away the
comfort of all human society ; by this means
we shall be debarred from speaking, the prin-
cipal joy and comfort of society, with wise and
good men, to become wiser, and better our lives.
If these things be strained to take away life
and honour, and all that is desirable, it will be
a §Silent world, a city will become a hermitage;
and sheep will be found amongst a crowd and
press of people, and no man shall dare to im-
part his solitary thoughts or opinions to his
friend and neighbour.”

Thus he who was himself  accused of strain-
ing an inquisitorial power to silence the free
thoughts of others, could pathetically plead for
that liberty which he himself had denied.
And now a criminal at the bar, in his own
person, offered a terrible example of the re-
morseless cruelty of misinterpreting, misquot-

most forcible conceptions. We may be certain that such
must be the most genuine, for the reporters of that day had
.neither the talent, nor the disposition to improve the speeches
they imperfectly took down.:






















































126 HISTORY AND TRIAL OF,

ments, of which even the original did not exist,
containing only ¢ the venomous parts of speech,”
could be of no use but to bring men into dan-
ger. At first the Secretary positively denied
the charge about the Irish army-—pressed a
second time, he seemed doubtful —yet he who
twice upon oath would not remember, might
well on the third time misremember, where the
difference of a letter kere for there, and that for
this, quite alters the case.

“ God keep me from giving judgment of
death on any man upon a law made a poste-
riori; let the mark be set on the door where
the plague is, and then let him that would
enter die.

“ Let every man lay his head upon his heart
and sadly consider what we are going to do,
with a breath either justice or murder—the
danger being so great and the cause so doubt-
ful that 1 see the best lawyers in diametrical
opposition concerning it; let every man wipe
his heart as he does his eyes when he would
judge of a nice and subtle object.

“ Away with personal animosities, away with
all flatteries to the people, in being the sharper
against him because he is odious to them;
away with all fears lest by the sparing of his
blood they may be incensed; away with all






























136 HISTORY AND TRIAL OF

at this time that they should press me on this
tender point. I leave it to you, my Lords,
to find some such way as to bring me out of
this great strait. Certainly he that thinks
him guilty of High-treason, may condemn him
of misdemeanour.”

Such was the speech Charles the First was
induced to deliver either to relieve his long
harassed feelings or deceived by the advice
of others; but whether he was mistaken, or
had been deceived, it is quite certain that he
was in earnest. The apologists of Charles tell
us that it was either a sinister project of the
enemies of Strafford, Bristol and Saville, to
hasten the catastrophe, which is not probable,
for neither of these Lords were present when
it was voted, or the treacherous counsel of
Lord Say, who the King was now weak
enough to imagine had become his friend since
his recent admission into place and power.*
Strafford himself protested against the King’s
interposition, and at once saw through all the
mischief.

*® Clarendon sarcastically alluding to Lord Say, observes,
* Those who believed his will to be much worse than his un-
derstanding had the uncharitableness to think that he in-
tended to betray his master, and put the ruin of the Earl

out of question.” Father Philips, the Queen’s Confessor,
who was likely to be informed, also alludes to Lord Say.


















142 HISTORY AND TRIAL OF STRAFFORD.

ceeded, the public opinion was oftener in fa-
vour of this state-prisoner than against him;
and as we see by Grotius’s letter and by many
other authorities,* candid and honourable men
had concluded that the Earl must stand ac-
quitted of the high charges of acts of treason.
1t is evident that the people had not yet caught
the contagious feelings of the ruling party.
In a few short weeks we discover the populace
pushed on by some unknown impulses, bar-
barously clamouring for Strafford’s execution,
and marching in open insurrection under the
eye of the Sovereign. We cannot account for
this extraordinary change, unless we suppose
that very extraordinary means had been adopt-
ed to organize this mobocracy.

* Very many, were it necessary to produce them, I shall
however quote the words of Baxter, a contemporary ;’ they
take a comprehensive view of an important topic. ¢ Those
that connived at these tumults were glad to see the people
of their mind in the main, and thought it would do much to
facilitate their work and hold the lower members to their
cause ; for though the House was unanimous enough in con-
demning ship-moneyand the Bishop’s innovations, &c. yet it was

long doubtful which side would have the major vote in the matter
of the Earl of Strafford’s death.---Baxter’s Narrative, fol, 19.






























152 THE ARTS OF INSURGENCY.

news that the French and even the Danes
were preparing for a descent, though the Co-
venanters had reason to be certain that the ca-
binet of the Louvre were in no mood to lend
their aid to that of Whitehall. A sanctified
tailor sitting under a hedge, “ mending the
notes he had taken of some sermon,” informs
the Commons that he had listened to two sol-
dier-like-men, who were acquainting one ano-
ther with a settled employment of some of
their comrades, to dispatch several members of

consider the present ludicrous one as such. I find it how-
ever confirmed by Fuller. He assures us that one of the
most prevailing dangers among the Londoners was  a de-
sign laid for a mine of powder under the Thames to cause
the river to drown the city.” The people had a public thanks-
giving on its discovery. The plot in truth was not so much
at the bottom of the Thames, as at the bottom of their purses,
which the Scots long drained. The tricks of this nature
which were practised, were more numerous than we care to
trouble the veader with, Could it be imagined that the
House of Commons, T would rather say, a party in it, sent
forth an order to the Justices of Peace at Dorchester, * to
make diligent search for a barrel of gunpowder which had
been sent down for a barrel of soap,” and “ to send an ac-
count of the matter to the House.” Even Mrs. Macaulay
has confessed, that the Commons affected many panics
which they did not experience,— she will not, however, con-
fess that the mobs of five and six thousand citizens in arms,
was any thing more than the “ Vox Populi.”




































164 THE ARTS OF INSURGENCY.

however plausible its pretexts, and however
able his talents, it must at least be confessed
was directed against Strafford with every ap-
pearance of personal malignity.

When the King addressed the Houses from
the throne supplicating for the life of Strafford
and pleading for his own conscience, the party
enraged at discovering that they had not yet,
as they had imagined, sufficiently intimidated
the Sovereign, now took the more certain
means. The King’s address was on Saturday.
On Sunday the pulpiteers in the city were
thundering with * the necessity of justice upon
some great delinquents;” and on Monday morn-
ing a rabble of six thousand streamed forth
from the city, armed and accoutred with all
the hasty weapons they could snatch up;* these

* There is a curious instance of party-paragraphs in ¢ the
Diurnal Occurrences,” May 8d. We are there told of this
very mob that they were ¢ a great number of citizens, five
thousand or thereabouts, being for the most part men of
good fashion,” who having stopped the Lords, &c. complained
that ¢ they were undone for the want of execution on Straf-
ford ; trading was so decayed thereby.” The writer in his
notice that these citizens * for the most part were men of
good fashion,” and no doubt they wore their holiday array
which they had not put off since the preceding ¢ Sabbath”
Lectures—has  entirely omitted the more material informa-

tion, that they were all armed men with rapiers, dags, and
clubs.




































176 THE DEATH OF STRAFFORD.

Ecclesiastical mockery which never spared the
life of a victim from the grasp of the ecclesias-
tical talons.* It is evident that a full and free
House, would have saved the head of Strafford
at that moment; but what excesses of the
party the rejection of their bill would have
led to, in that terrifying hour of commotion,
was a question they dared not ask themselves.

The Bill of Attainder passed the Lords on
a Saturday, the 8th of May, with its memorable
accompaniment, of a bill for not dissolving the
Parliament without their own consent; hence
called * the perpetual Parliament.” Both
Houses immediately waited on the King to
move his assent. Monday was fixed on to re-
ceive his Majesty’s resolution.

That hour was more than painful when the
Peers retiring from their audience abandoned
the Sovereign to himself! The agony of Charles
was more poignant than perhaps he ever expe-
rienced on any other occasion. His conscience
—his policy — his affections— were opposed to

* The Inquisition condemned their living victims to the
flames—on the plea that by this means they shed no blood!
Bishop Williams prepared a speech to assert the rights of
the Bishops to vote on cases of life and death, replete with
the most curious erudition. It has been preserved by his
faithful biographer Hacket. (ii. 152.)






178 THE DEATH OF STRAFFORD.

which had absolved the King from all his scru-
ples, and released him from the inviolability of
his promise. This trivial Council, which show-
ed that their argument did not exceed their
courage, would have satisfied a colder heart
and a meaner understanding, than those of
Charles, and eagerly would it have been em-
braced by the terror of a trembling despot, or
the selfishness of the weak prince who flies
from all the cares of royalty—but it could not
enter into the restless emotions of Charles the
First. When the King consulted the Bishops,
they referred him to the Judges to satisfy him
of the legality ; but in this extremity, the so-
lemn bench was deserted by the lofty magis-
tracy of Justice. They had already withdrawn
their first opinions,” and had given way to the
popular cry ; terror had laid down. a new com-
mentary fitted to the novel doctrines of con-
structive or accumulative treasons, where no
one particular act being treasonable, yet collec-
tively the whole amounted to treason. They
delivered their opinions with a vague unani-
mity ; and the King complained that such du-
bious answers and critical distinctions served
to confuse his thoughts without allaying his
scruples.  The Judges finally advised the King
to confer with the Bishops, to tranquillize that




























































198 THE DEATH OF STRAFFORD.

merely for a domestic purpose, as we find in
Laud’s Diary.*

The extraordinary letter which Strafford ad-
dressed to the King to free him from his pro-
mise of saving his life, and to relieve the agony
of his conscience in consenting to his death,
accords not with that surprise and disappoint-
ment which he showed on learning his fate.
It is said that the Karl on hearing of his fate,
suddenly rising from his seat, and looking up
to Heaven, exclaimed, “ Put not your trust in
Princes nor in the sons of men, for in them
there is no salvation.” 'There is a mystery in
this conduct now perhaps too late to clear
away ; and more than one reason has been as-
signed. Carte has even questioned the authen-
ticity of the printed letter. To have reproached
Charles with the sentence of death which Straf-
ford knew was inevitable, is so utterly incon-
sistent with the magnanimity which had dic-
tated the noble letter, that we must believe we
know the story too imperfectly to compre-
hend it.

I do not like to leave the reader without
preserving some particulars, which exhibit the
magnanimity of this great minister.

The death of Strafford was as dignified as his

* Laud’s history of his Troubles, 177.




































210 THE DEATH OF STRAFFORD.

the illustrious names at the bar who opposed
the heartless St. John, and the inveterate ad-
vocates, Glynn and Maynard—the bar at least
was honourably divided.

We escape from the intricate and tenebrous
labyrinth of the lawyers, emerging from their
cloudy arguments to the open day-light of hu-
man nature. We will consider Strafford as the
minister of Charles the First. We may not
flatter ourselves that we can penetrate into the
secret recesses of his comprehensive mind, but
it is the privilege of the passionless historian,
with a wider scope of information than contem-
poraries possess, to form juster views of the
man. We have to offer neither invectives nor
apologies.

The poet May, who still retained some court-
ly reminiscences, even in his character as the
historian and the Secretary of the Parliament,
struck by the genius of the great Minister,
compared Strafford with the Roman Curio of
his own Lucan.

Haud alium tanta civem tulit indole Roma,
Aut cui plus leges deberent recta sequenti.

of argument, offers to rest his cause by accepting the very
opinion which he had been all along contending with !
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raise supplies. It was to be done “candide
et caste”—this appears by the evidence of Lord
Cottington and others on the trial. In a curi-
ous paper addressed to the King on the subject
of “war with Austria,” he employs the same
expression ; he impresses on the King to ex-
ercise “the power only for public and neces-
sary uses; to spare the people as much and
often as it is possible; this being the only
means to preserve, as may be said, the chastity
of these levies.”*- In another place, alluding
to the Ship-money, he says, T am satisfied that
monies raised for setting forth a fleet was
chastely bestowed that way.” Itis evident that
by the chastity of levies of money he meant an
entire application to the necessary purpose for
which they were proposed. Had Strafford had
none but arbitrary notions in his head, he had
never troubled himself with such nice distine-
tions. But the obnoxious phrase of “ absolute
power” would be construed by a Common-
wealth-man odiously, passing over the fact
that Strafford in his style, however high, seems
always to have subdued its worst construction.
Had Charles been the Nero, which has been
so artfully impressed on us, would Strafford

* Strafford’s Letters, ii. 62.


















220 THE DEATH OF STRAFFORD.

personal fears, where particularising no act, they
condemned a man on the generality.* A phi-
losophical lawyer of our own times, who him-
self would have voted for the death of Strafford,
is compelled to offer an apology for this judi-
cial opinion, observing that the two articles —
one of which was quartering troops on the peo-
ple of Ireland, which however “ had been en-
forced so seldom, that it could not be brought
within the act of treason,” and another article
in which the Peers had voted him guilty, but’
“not on the whole matter”—may be said, to
use the words of this able writer, * at least to’
approach very nearly to a substantive treason,
within the statute’ of Edward II1.”+ So diffi-
cult it was to determine the character of the
crime—and so unconsciously might it have
been committed, at a period, when, as Mr.
Hallam observes, * the rules of evidence were

*# Sir George Radcliffe has stated the fact concerning the
Judges with remarkable simplicity., *“ The Judges were ask-
ed upon what grounds they had delivered their opinion to
the Lords ; to which they would give no answer, but that as
the case was put to them it was treason.” One of the arti-
cles voted was for having quartered a serjeant and four sol-
diers on a person, for refusing to obey his orders as Deputy
of Treland, and this was deemed ¢ levying war against the
King !"— Strafford’s Letters, ii. 432.

+ Hallam, i. 568.




































232 THE DEATH OF STRAFFORD.

-

admirable reason, because the force of law con-
sists in being made for the whole community.
When Montesquieu delivered this own opinion,
he was awed by the great reputation of the
English nation— he conceived our Constitution
perfect, and us, as men without passions. The
foreigner has done us more honour than in the
example of Strafford we have merited. He
concludes his chapter thus, I must own not-
withstanding that the practice of the free’st
nation that ever existed induces me to think
that there are cases in which we must cast a
veil over liberty, as formerly they concealed
the statues of the gods.” The brilliant Mon-
tesquieu, as if he were composing his Temple
de Gnide instead of L’Esprit des Loix, gives
the fancies of a poet for the severe truths of
a legislator. Beccaria is not of the opinion of
Montesquieu.

The tragical history of the Earl of Strafford
is among those crimes in our history, which
are only chastised by the philosophical his-
torian. The passions of contemporaries, and
the prejudices of posterity are marshalled
against the magnanimous minister, immolated
to the mysterious purposes of a powerful party,
who remorselessly pleaded, to cover their shame,
in the style of Caiaphas, Tt is expedient for






























242 THE ARMY-PLOT.

The causes which Lord Mandeville has as--
signed for the conduct of Goring we can con-
firm from other sources. We have the remark
which Jermyn privately made to Goring, on
Goring’s objecting, as Goring pretends in his
deposition, to marching the army to London.
« You do not,” said Jermyn, * dislike the de-
sign; for you are as ready for any wild mad
undertaking as any man I know ; but you dis-
like the temper of those persons who are en-
gaged in the business.” *

But we have another authority which Lord
Mandeville could not have seen, which con-
firms the motive assigned for Goring’s aban-
donment of the party which he had evidently
joined —it is that of the Queen herself, who
informed Madame de Motteville that Goring
was enraged at the disappointment of not hav-
ing been chosen General in chief. However
strenuously Goring denied before Parliament

that he had ever contemplated on the desperate
designs so dexterously ascribed by him to
others, the Queen’s story proves quite the con-
trary, and confirms the narrative of Percy.t

* Rushworth, iv. 254.

t Percy charges Goring with proposing * the violent
courses,” while Goring asserts that he knew nothing of the
plot, till it was communicated to him by Percy. Here is a
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mand to the other ; but Jermyn found that his
flatteries and cajoleries were quite inefficient
with these sturdy and secret rivals.

It may perhaps be deemed a most uncertain
thing to assign the motives of a person of the
character of Goring. Bold in enterprise, and
scornful of danger, with considerable abilities,
he was, however, utterly profligate in his prin-
ciples. If this volatile man were impatient at
the vacillating and timid conduct of the King
and the Queen ; if he did not much like some
of his associates, and perhaps suspected the
fidelity of others; if he were too proud to play
a subordinate part; all this might account for
his desertion of that party, but will hardly for
his avowed perjury, and his reckless treachery.
The truth is, that Goring, versatile in his con-
duct, was apparently of no party, but dex-
terously profiting by both. His whole life was
a series of such acts. He would have been
willing to have obliged both parties, would
both have been satisfied to have been betrayed.
He gave a remarkable instance of this dupli-
city on the present occasion. Jermyn, on his
flight, ran off to Portsmouth to his friend Gor-
ing, who was the Governor, and who at that
moment he knew not was his betrayer. Jer-
myn had a royal warrant to procure a frigate ;
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was a perjured man!” Goring, pathetically ap-
pealing to the Commons for having broken all
former ties of amity for his present duty as a
subject, cunningly. professed that the military
were to submit themselves to Parliament in
passive obedience, which he did not weakly
express thus, « It belongs to an army to main-
tain, not to contrive the acts of State.” The
Commons, gratified by this profession of un-
limited obedience, not only voted that Colonel
Goring had done nothing contrary to justice
or honour, but also voted the expulsion of
Lord Digby from the House as unworthy to
continue any longer a member!

Insincerity was the habit of the man who
could be at once a favourite with the Par-
liament, and at all times could ingratiate him-
self with the King. Clarendon has given one
of his finest touches to' the portrait, «“ He
would appear with a bashfulness so like in-
nocence, when in truth it was a formed im-
pudence to deceive; and with a disorder so
like reverence, when he had the highest con-
tempt of them.” Goring was a man whom
no oath of secrecy could bind, and whose oath
on any occasion, even by his friends, was not
deemed as any proof of evidence.* Of such a

* Sir Philip Warwick’s Memoirs.
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scribed the Writ. 1 hope in substance our
Scottish Covenant.” And the politic Cove-
nanter remarks, “ We see now that it hath
been in a happy time that so much time hath
been lost about Strafford’s head.” This hu-
mane man maddened by his presbyterial no-
tions, loses even in his language any decent
sympathy, and notices * the head of Strafford”
as the slayer would his stalled ox. But the
zealot was right enough in his notion of the
Scottish Covenant of the English Parliament !
Sir John Wray in his anti-papistical, anti-epis-
copal, and choicely puritanic speech, this day
took care to remind them of that Israelitish
term, and he seems to have had the merit of
introducing that biblical oratory which so long
after illumined this new style of the British
Senate. “Let us endeavour to become holy
pilgrims (not papists) and to endeavour to be
LOYAL cOVENANTERS with God and the King;
first binding ourselves by a Parliamentary or
NATIONAL OATH (not Straffordian nor a Pre-
latical one) to preserve our religion entire and
pure without the least compound of super-
stition and idolatry, Mr. Speaker! making Je-
rusalem our chiefest joy, we shall be a blessed
nation. But if we shall let go our Christian
hold and lose our Parliament-proof, and old
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Clarendon of flaving on this particular occasion
as well as on another, in both of which he (Cla-
rendon) is mistaken,* fabricated a spurious do-
cument. With a freedom which exceeds even
that of historical inquiry, Mr. Brodie, in more
than one place, repeats his condemnation of the
noble writer as “a dextrous forger of speeches
and letters,” from an ingenuous story told of
himself in his own life of his adroitness in
adopting the peculiarities of the style of others.
Clarendon once displayed this faculty in two
political jeux d’esprit, in the shape of the
speeches of the eccentric Earl of Pembroke, for
an accommodation with the King; and the
Puritan Lord Brooke, for utterly rooting out
all courtiers. The contrast was amusing, and
the speeches were inserted in some of the Di-
urnals. The sullen gravity of our contempo-
rary heavily criminates these pleasantries of the
day. Charles the First, who had flattered him-
self that he could never fail in discovering Cla-

* See Brodie, iii. 306, where in a note alluding to ¢ the
Porters’ Petition,” which Clarendon has given, and which
Mr. Brodie, ashamed even of his ridiculous ¢ Radicals,” has
“no hesitation in pronouncing a forgery by that author.”
Mr. Hallam has chastised this precipitate and passionate
historian, by referring to the Journals where this very peti-
tion is fully noticed.
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the plot « an imposture,” and he was even war-
ranted to infer by the letter of Percy to his
brother the Earl of Northumberland, that « it
is evident there was no plot at all!”

But to turn the Army-plot into a ruse of
the party, and to show the little danger which
they had attached to it, Clarendon -charges
Pym and others with agitating the public
mind and raising terrifying tumults, while they
never divulged the plot till three months after
the presumed discovery. Here the noble writer
supposes that the discovery was made nearly as
early as the plot was concerted; the confede-
racy occurring in March, while the plot was
only publicly denounced in May. Mr. Brodie
detects, as he concludes, the inaccuracy of
Clarendon. But he should have acknowledged
that the incident was obscure; its correctness
depended on the precise date of Goring’s first
communication to the party. This has not
been satisfactorily ascertained. If the Queen’s
account be correct, Clarendon may not have
widely erred, for the Queen said, that on the
very night of the interview with Jermyn, when
Goring found that he was disappointed of the
chief command, stung with anger, he hurried
to discover the whole design. Mr. Brodie ac-
knowledges that the plot was imperfectly
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Yet must not the more recent historian be
indulged in the gratuitous triumph of his self-
complacency, when he exclaims, that ¢ he has
set Lord Clarendon’s veracity at rest.” Claren:
don, after all, was not a forger as Mr. Brodie
from too warm prepossessions hastily imagines.
The fact is, that the petition is what it pro-
fesses to be, but it has been erroneously as-
signed to a period to which it does not belong.
To such a mistake the collectors of historical
documents, undated, are liable to. Had his
Lordship attentively examined it at the mo-
ment of its insertion into his history, he too
might have discovered the error; but such
papers were probably collected at distant pe-
riods, and further, it appears that an Aman-
uensis usually transcribed these state-papers
into the manuscript of the noble writer. This
petition of the officers was drawn up several
months after the time assigned to it in Claren-
don’s history, by Captain O’Neale, and other of
the army royalists.* This is a curious instance
where an historian has been condemned during

* We owe this detection to the acuteness of Mr. Hallam,
who by the very documents which Mr. Brodie has printed
was enabled to discover the fact, which Mr. Brodie had
overlooked — at the very moment he was so bitterly erimi-
nating Clarendon for having fallen into a similar mischance.
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a noise at the time, and was a pretence for
so many violences.” =« This terrible plot”
scemed to Mr. Brodie the most exquisite
ridicule !*

What ¢ military assistance was to be ex-

* The judicious Malcolm Laing indulges an odd fancy
which Mr. Brodie has no difficulty in adopting. He says
that “a part of the army would have sufficed to march
against the Parliament, while the main body remained to
oppose the Scots.” This might have happened, had the
Scots been less shrewd than they showed themselves to be
at all times during this reign. But supposing that the Eng-
lish army had marched to London from York and taken the
whole Parliament prisoners, and this is supposing an im-
possibility, they.would still have to fight with an enemy of
undiminished strength and flushed even by a triumphant in-
vasion. But a circumstance more important has been over-
looked by these writers, The communications between the
Scots and their paymasters the Parliament, were so closely
kept up, and each so entirely depended on the other, that
had any part of the English army moved towards the metro-
polis, it would inevitably have produced a battle — or a pur-
suit. When Malcolm Laing refers to the petition in Claren-
don “ where the officers say,” to secure the King and Parlia-
ment from such future insolencies, &c. they would wait
upon him, “that is to march directly to London:” Mr.
Brodie eagerly repeats this confirmation of Malcolm Laing's
idea. But neither of these writers was aware that the
petition they were referring to had been drawn up at a sub-
sequent period, and by another party. Their premises there-
fore being false, their argument can be no otherwise.
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all Royalists, consulted the King on the form
of their proposed petition, it renewed the hope
of Charles of recovering his regal influence
over the military. The King however pro-
ceeded so cautiously in the style of the petition,
that more than one was destroyed before he
confidentially ventured to affix his initials.

A distinguished military adventurer, Colo-
nel Goring, who seems to have contemplated
making his fortune in one day, proposed the
daring measure of the march of the army to
the metropolis. We are told by Percy, that
this mad project was instantly rejected by the
first petitioners, and twice by the King himself
for its folly and impracticability. It was in-
deed a scheme suitable to'the romantic no-
tions of the Queen and the heated fancies of
her pair of poets, and her courtly Master of
the Horse, who however ridiculed it in private.
The parties who formed the confederacy could
no longer agree—the whole project was given
up—the petition was destroyed and the con-
federacy was dissolved. Thus the Army-plot,
as it is called, ceased to exist, if indeed it can
be said that it ever commenced.

This was however a crisis, and the fate of
Strafford was in suspense. Charles may have
willingly listened to many a scheme for the
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four, the Governor, was Scottish in heart, and
afterwards showed himself a hero in the Par-
liament’s service. Balfour refused the bribe
of twenty-two thousand pounds, and the mar-
riage of the daughter of Strafford with his
son — the condition of his connivance at the
meditated escape.

Pym on the earliest communications of the
army-plot, was unquestionably frightened —
but not out of his wits—for from the first inti-
mations, however they may have reached him,
to the deposition of Goring, and the subsequent
ones which gradually came out, this industri-
ous master of intrigues never turned a plot to
his own advantage with more dexterity, ‘or
ever invented one more successfully for its im-
portant results. The conspiracy of Catiline did
not shake Rome with a more general panic, than
that which now disturbed the metropolis, and
rapidly spread through the kingdom. The
terror, that the King had still the military at
command, dismayed the hearts of the Com-
mons, who seem to have felt themselves in the
condition of Belshazzar when he beheld the
hand-writing on the wall—¢ the joints of my
loins were loosed, and my knees smote one
against the other.” And they manifested their
terror by soon dispatching to the English army
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of a confederacy, or a conspiracy where people
were not all of one mind, and where oaths
were probably taken with different intentions.
The evidence is contradictory ; for every one
in criminating another, was very cautious to
spare himself. An oath of secrecy, said to
have been taken, is denied by others on their
oath; and a petition bearing the royal initials,
no one could produce. He, who publicly per-
jured himself, furnished most of the details;
others probably as carefully suppressed what
has never reached us. And to make the end
as obscure as the beginning, the Commons,
having issued proclamations for apprehending
the conspirators, and having taken them, never
proceeded against one of these persons; every
one seemed ready to vindicate himself and to
criminate others.

But Pym was astute; he saw enough and
imagined more ; the plot which had been given
up by the plotters, to such a politic partisan
was as serviceable as the plot which was going
on. Clarendon might conscientiously affirm
that “it was no plot at all,” and believed too
little of what had passed away; Brodie and
Macaulay may maintain with Pym, that it was
a most desperate plot, and describe that which
yet never existed. Had the army received
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ment in human character which seems to have
operated such a disastrous influence over his
affairs.

What indeed is more endearing to a feeling
heart than an inherited friendship? The con-
stitutional temper of Charles was susceptible of
this profound impression; and when the day
came that Charles required a partner of his re-
gal cares, he could only view in the son of the
friend of his father, that devoted being who is
not to be found among the casualties of life.

The father of the present Marquis had distin-
guished himself in the service of the late King,
by his skilful conduct in the Scottish affairs,
which had required great prudence and ma-
nagement. James the First had conferred on
him a title which had never before been borne
but by the royal blood—that of the Earl of
Cambridge. Hamilton indeed was the nearest
kinsman to the royal house of Scotland. Both
the fathers had encouraged the mutual affec-
tions of the Sons; and they had grown toge-
ther in their prime. 'When Charles was Prince,
young Hamilton was his frequent companion
in “ the hard chases of the stag and in the toil-
some pleasures of a racket;”* and Hamilton

* Sir Philip Warwick sarcastically adds, * by which last
he often filled his own and emptied his master’s purse,” 105.
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We may infer that the personal affection of
Hamilton for the King was not of that nature
which rendered his voluntary exile very pain-
ful. Charles, however, never forgot the com-
panion of his youth, but often solicited his
hermit-friend to return to Court, and accept
the favours' and the honours which he designed
for him; even Buckingham offered his pro-
digal friendship. On the unexpected death of
the favourite, the high office of Master of the
Horse was pressed on him; Hamilton could
no longer refuse ; and from this day the Mar-
quis possessed the boundless confidence of his
Royal master.

A beautiful instance of that generous, if not
that wise principle, which Charles had adopted
in the intercourse of friendship, was shown to
Hamilton. The Marquis, in his absence in
Sweden, as General of the Scottish troops,
which by the secret orders of Charles had join-
ed Gustavus Adolphus, was accused of treason-
able designs; it was hinted that even the life
of the King was not safe in his hands. The
Lord Treasurer Weston gave weight to the
accusation, cautioning the King not to admit
Hamilton to his bed-chamber. Charles reject:
ed the calumnious insinuation, and on the re-
turn of the Marquis, privately communicated
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sullen Presbyters and democratic Knoxites.
When Charles had decided to carry matters
farther than his father had ventured, he con-
sulted Hamilton, and when the universal ex-
plosion burst forth as it were at a single mo-
ment, over mitred heads, and Episcopacy was
about to be abolished, at that disastrous mo-
ment did Charles appeal to the friendship and
confide to the fidelity of the Marquis of Hamil-
ton, to be his sole adviser in the affairs of Scot-
land, and to allay, or to chastise the perturbed
spirits of his countrymen..

It must be confessed that this appeal of his
Royal master to the zeal of his friend was as
painful as it was critical. The Marquis was
conscious that <his name was unpopular among
his Scottish compatriots ; nor was he more es-
teemed in England.

The liberal bounties of his Sovereign and
his friend, had raised up to him enemies both
in the Court and the country; the Marquis
possessed certain monopolies of  wine and iron,
by which he had pressed harder on the people
than any other man durst; all which profits
reverted to Hamilton and to his pensioners.
This accusation, which had cast some odium
on his name, we receive from Clarendon, who
could not have known what Burnet informs us,
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undaunted stayedness and calmness, the shocks
he met with had dashed him to pieces.” And
what was still more fatal to the great affairs in
which Hamilton was to be so eminently en-
gaged, was the melancholy cast in his charac- .
ter. This was frequently observable even in
his countenance. It induced him to think that
he was destined to be unfortunate in all his
enterprises. At times he believed that he was
acting under the blasting influence of some in-
auspicious star, which was thwarting all his
attempts. This sad feeling appears by his fre-
quent requests and determination to retire from
public affairs. This singular state might have
been the result of the extraordinary exigen-
cies in which this politic Marquis was so often
placed. There was a painful and secret con-
flict in his mind, when sometimes pursuing a
conduct quite opposite to his principles, he
wavered between his allegiance to his Royal
friend—his attachment to his country and his
countrymen—and his regard to self-preserva-
tion. Hamilton had therefore to manage with
perpetual anxiety the oppositionists he found
in both countries; but his views of the future
were of so melancholy a cast, that when he
advised Strafford and Laud to retire, he also
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of such an act, would hinder the business from
ending quietly. “'The work, too, is of a na-
ture,” he added, «“ which must certainly make
me lose your Royal favour, for it is so odious,
that the actor of it must be disliked by your
Majesty, for though I should do all things by
your Royal command, yet your Royal henour
would oblige your Majesty not to seem to care
for me. I am now perfectly hated by all your
subjects who have withstood your Majesty, I
shall hereafter be by all who wish prosperity to
your affairs in both Kingdoms.”

After this snigmatical style, the Marquis
suggested a very extraordinary mode for his
own self-preservation. “ Where, or how, I
may be called to an account for this under-
taking I know not, it is a business of that na-
ture that a pardon ought humbly to be begged
before it be meddled in, since it is an aet so
derogatory to kingly authority.

¢ Is it fit for an honest man and a gentleman
to be made the instrument of doing that which
he hath so often in public and private con-
demned in so high a degree, and withstood to
the certain loss of most of my country, and
many of your Majesty’s court and Kingdom of
England? Nor can I ever hope to live without
perpetual accusations of such who will find
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saw a storm —and by his own unskilfulness he
might be more obnoxious than other men.
The King assured him of his protection, and
bade him be confident. The Marquis with some
quickness replied, “I know your Majesty’s
goodness would interpose for me to your own
prejudice—and I will rather run any fortune
from whence I may again return to serve you.”
He had communicated with the Archbishop
and with the Earl of Strafford, at whom the
same fatal arrows were aimed, but he added,
“the Earl was too great-hearted to fear, and
the Archbishop was too bold to fly.”

Charles at that critical moment, was dis-
turbed by his own fears—and was silent. The
Marquis resumed. ¢ There is one way by
which T might secure myself without leaving
the kingdom, and by which your Majesty, as
these times are like to go, might receive some
advantage; but it is so contrary to my nature,
and will be so scandalous to my honour, in the
opinion of men, that for my own part I had
rather run any fortune.” The King impatient-
ly asked what that way was? The Marquis
replied, ¢ that he might endear himself to the
other party by promising his service to them,
and concurring with them in opinions and de-
signs—that his supposed interest in his Majes-
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yield to be no King in a very short time. So
wishing you better success than I can expect, I

rest
« Your assured constant friend,

“ CHARLES R.”

The first instructions of Hamilton were to
proclaim the Covenanters traitors—he ventur-
ed to transgress his instructions, as he then ob-
served, at the hazard of his head. At that mo-
ment the Marquis had not yet obtained the
private warrant of the King, which was subse-
quently granted. His sole care now was to
disperse this enormous multitude; to soothe
and to wheedle, not to menace and condemn.
Now he writes to the King not to hasten his
warlike preparations.

Charles on these opposite counsels was en-
tirely compliant : with unabated confidence in
his Minister the King replies with great sense
and patience.

“ HAMILTON :

“ The dealing with multitudes makes diver-
sity of advertisement no way strange, and cer-
tainly the alteration from worse to less ill, can-
not be displeasing; wherefore you may be con-
fident T cannot but approve your proccedings
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journeys.” At every return of the Marquis
from Court, he found affairs more embroiled,
and the « Tables,” or Committees of the four
classes of the nation, more frequently summon-
ed. Whenever the Marquis, published a Royal
declaration at the Market-cross, right opposite,
on the same day, was suspended their Protest.
The King is more perplexed—in one letter
Charles tells the Marquis, “T confess this last
dispatch does more put one to seek how to
judge of the affairs of that Kingdom than any
that I have yet received.” In another, Charles
sensibly observes, “ Why I should go further I
see no reason ; for certainly those who will not
be contented with what I have done already
will be less contented if I should do more.”
The style of Charles is evidently changed ; the
regal tone is lowered, and as was usual with
him, those lofty pretensions of Royalty which
resulted from the theoretical politics of ancient
days are laid asleep. Even that more than
tender point — Episcopacy, is surrendered !
Charles yields all! <« The Buke,” as the Li-
turgy was called, and the Church discipline of
the five articles of Perth. The King only
changes an ambiguous expression in the paper
which Hamilton was to offer the Assembly at
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great coup d'état; the crafty. politician not
only appeared to have abstracted a friend for
the King from his enemies, but he had secured
his own reputation with the Covenanters, by
saving the Earl of Loudon, whose head they
well knew was in jeopardy.

It is evident that Hamilton remarkably stu-
died the interests of the opposing parties, but
in being serviceable to both, whatever good
was effected by him, was always neutralized.
If ever there were a politician who had saga-
city to dive into the secrets of the man with
whom he came in contact, we surely may fix
on Bishop Williams. When this Statesman
had resolved to be serviceable to Charles the
First at that critical moment when the Scot-
tish intrigues and the Scottish army were
equally advancing in England, Williams, who
had always declined the acquaintance of the
Marquis, now sought his intimacy. This
shrewd observer of human nature acknowledg-
ed that he was at a loss to decide whether Ha-
milton were a good or an evil genius. “I have
found him to be very opposite to the vulgar
opinion formed of him, which considers him
cunning and false; I believe him not to be
false to the King, nor do I find any great cun-
ning in him, but rather that he wants a head-
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the favour of the English Parliamentarians,
from the recommendation of their allies the
Scotch, who declared that Hamilton had always
been true to them. Once, after an elaborate
address from his chair as High Commissioner,
when he had earnestly impressed on his audi-
tors the severity of his duty in delivering the
Royal commands, he descended from that chair
of State, and familiarly mingling with some of
the noble leaders of the Covenant, he took them
into another apartment; there he observed,
« Before the Lords of the Council I spoke to
you as the King’s Commissioner, but now I am
come among you like a kindly Scotchman :”
And it is added that he advised them to per-
severe, by which they would carry every thing
before them, but if they fainted, or gave way,
they were undone.*

It was therefore not only with many sus-
picious actions, but with many loose speeches

* This remarkable conversation is given by Bishop Guthry,
who at the same time furnishes his authorities. The same
story had reached Montrose in the same words. [t must
have staggered those who considered the Marquis of Hamil-
ton as the King's Commissioner. The language is so strong,
that one may doubt its correctness —it was instigating the
Insurrectionary spirit, and can hardly be excused on the plea

that Hamilton was covertly attempting to wind himself into
their secrets,
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dent,”—an extraordinary story, of an “Incident”
which never occurred, and which shall form the
subject of the following chapter.

The mysterious conduct of the brothers
still continued. Two years after the affair of
« The Incident,” when in 1643 the Scots had
resolved to raise an army to maintain their
« cause,” the Marquis sate among them, and
seemed only a looker-on; while his brother
Lanerick, who had the custody of the King’s
signet, put it to a proclamation to raise this
very Scottish army. This extraordinary act
done, the ambiguous brothers hastened to
Charles, at Oxford, to justify their proceedings,
and to explain that inevitable crisis which
affairs had taken. They had however been an-
ticipated by the zealous friends of the Monarch,
and the ever-watchful and vindictive Montrose
had again denounced the Hamiltons for their
infidelity. Yet even in the present alarming
event, Charles seems to have seen no treachery,
but only misfortune in the brothers. Had
they been criminal, would they have returned
to Court —they who could have framed apolo-
gies for their absence? The charges against
Hamilton were however of so high a nature,
and took so wide a view of all his proceedings,
and were so positively asserted by the Marquis
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conduct, whatever was that principle, appeared’
in Scotland loyal to the King in raising a party
against the proud and fierce Argyle, and at
the same time friendly to the Covenanters ; for
even his eulogist Burnet acknowledges that he
was forced to comply in many things with the
public counsels.

The few at Court who pretended a semblance
of friendship for the Duke of Hamilton sug-
gested to him that to clear himself from the
heavy imputations attached to his name, it
would be necessary to concur vigorously in his
Majesty’s service in Scotland; but Hamilton
declared that till he was legally exonerated by
a public trial, it was not fitting for him to act;
nor had he any longer any hopes to recover
Scotland, where his presence had so often failed.
When he was lying under the imputation of
having betrayed the King’s service, he was at
the same time receiving letters from Scotland
upbraiding him for his services to the King,
and in the style of the Covenant, assuring him
that « had he been as faithful in serving the
King of Kings, he would have been rewarded,
but that now he was well served for prefer-
ring the one to the other.” Such is the cata-
strophe of a worn-out politician,— or as Frede-
rick the Great once sarcastically likened such to






316 THE MARQUIS OF HAMILTON.

him a mightier spirit. He raised a Scottish
army to restore his unfortunate Sovereign.
But even in this last expedition to England, at
the head of a considerable army, his melancholy
weighed down the heart that now beat with
more generous emotions. 'The night before he
marched, in taking leave of a friend, Hamilton
not only expressed his sense of the danger, but
the conviction of its destruction to himself.
He had, however, determined to stake his life
on this last cast. The conduct of this army
betrayed a fatal secret, that the Duke of Ha-
milton was the most ineflicient of Generals.
He had formerly shown this in Germany, where
a fine army had mouldered away under his
hands—in the Frith, where in spiritless inac-
tivity he had not risked a single military move-
ment. And now his persecuting genius rose
before him in that very army whose precipi-
tated march had entered England, greater in
number than in strength. The Duke, as if
conscious of his own deficiency, had been per-
suaded to submit the conduct to the Earl of
Calander as Lieutenant-General; yet neither
were cordial to each other, and the friends of
the General divided from the friends of the
Licutenant. Some veteran Irish troops dis-
dained to serve under the Scotch commander,
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thousands ; but he knew that his master in so-
litude had long borne, as a Monarch should
bear, the indignities of his ill-fortune —and
never more did Hamilton imagine that he
should view that countenance of Majesty and
of friendship. Yet this happened! At the
close of the following year the Duke was re-
moved to Windsor Castle, where also was the
King. When Charles was leaving Windsor
to hasten to his trial or execution, Hamilton
prevailed on his keepers to be allowed to speak
to the King, as he passed by, but for a minute!
The interview was hardly suffered to last that
single minute which had been so hardly begged.
As Charles was passing, the Duke hurried to
meet him, and kneeling down, had only time
to say, with that powerful emotion which is
beyond all feigning— ¢ My dear Master ”"—
Charles embraced the old companion of his
youth —the minister whose counsels had oc-
cupied him so many years—the confident of
his secret thoughts, and now the sharer of his
adversities—shortly too to be the participator
of his fate. The King embraced Hamilton,
and had only time to reply—«1 have been so
indeed to you!” :

The confidence of Charles in the Duke of
Hamilton remained to the last uninterrupted,
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tantamount to a proof—as Clarendon in a sup-
pressed passage informs us that by the law of
Scotland the delator who wrongfully accused
of high-treason was himself condemned to the
same punishment the convicted traitor would
have suffered. We are informed of another
fact by Clarendon. The offer of impeaching
the three noblemen to break their factions, was
accompanied by a more extraordinary one—
that of getting rid of them altogether by assas-
sination! which, says Clarendon, Montrose
frankly undertook to do. Events of this na-
ture the still barbarous customs of the age had
not rendered so singular and repulsive as they
appear to our more subdued manners; the
Court of France, where Montrose had some
time resided, offers several remarkable in-
stances, even under the eyes of Louis XIII.
called “ the Just.”

At this moment the King seemed embar-
rassed and fluctuating in his own opinion of
the fidelity of the brothers; other obscure sus-
picions of a confederacy which we shall have
shortly to show, also developed themselves.
Forbidding with abhorrence the borrid expe-
dient of the military adventurer, Charles, how-
ever, consented that the proofs of treason should
be laid before Parliament.
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have forgot his Majesty’s particular favours to
me, who from nothing hath heaped both for-
tune and honours on me. I must beg of you
the trouble of reading this paper, and shall not
desire a more favourable construction of my
actions than you would of his, you never saw.

“ Tt is true the opinion I jfound his Majesty
had of my brother 1 conceived made him in
some measure jealous of me, which upon divers
occasions I strove to elear myself, and professed
to him that my affection to his service was
such, as if I believed my brother were not so duti-

Sul to him as he ought to be, no man should more
willingly contribute to bring him to his deserved
punishment than myself. His Majesty then,
and upon divers occasions, was pleased to say,
he believed me to be an honest man, and that
he had never heard any thing to the contrary ;
but that he thought my brother kad been very
active in his own preservation.

“ This expression of his Majesty’s made me
look more strictly unto my brother’s actions, to
see if I could find that in any particular where-
by he strove to preserve himself, he had pre-
judiced the King’s just designs. Possibly my
blood might claim such an interest in his as
to procure a partial construction of his actions
from me ; but truly, the nearer I looked into
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was resolved that all the documents relative to
“ the Incident” should remain under the Secre-
tary’s care, to be inspected by any of the Peers,
but not to be published without the King’s
command.* The chief point with Charles, was
the vindication of his own honour, so cruelly
implicated by the terrified Hamiltons. That
remarkable passage in Clarendon that the Ha-
miltons addressed the Scottish Parliament ¢ not
without some reflections upon his Majesty,” re-
ceives a fresh light from one of Secretary Ni-
cholas’s letters to the King, which has recently
appeared in the Evelyn papers. The Secretary
writes from London to the King at Edinburgh,
“ The Marquis of Hamilton’s second and third
letters to your Majesty, whereby he begs your
Majesty’s pardon, which argues he is not so
faultless and innocent as we (the Privy Coun-
cil) would here render him.” This can only

* On inquiry, [ do not learn that these papers are in the
State-paper office — they remained probably with Secretary
Nicholas, and if not lost, must be among his MSS. My
friend Mr. Amyott, to whom if his modesty would allow it,
1 would apply the happy designation by Sir David Dalrym-
ple of Lord Hardwicke, as *“ learned in British History,” did
me the favour to examine the book of the Privy Council, but
not a single entry has been made of this singular transaction,
so careful were they, for the honour of the King, to bury it
in impenetrable obscurity.
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he had been with the King, and as suddenly
became the intimate friend of Hamilton. The
alarm of the Hamiltons, occasioned by the dread
of assassination, I would ascribe to the same
manceuvres of Mr. William Murray of the bed-
chamber. In betraying the projects of Mont-
rose, he probably mixed up an exaggerated
account of that “ frank” offer of assassination,
which the daring and vindictive Montrose
would not have hesitated to have had perform-
ed by his creatures, for he was himself then
confined in the Castle by the Covenanters.
The Marquis of Hamilton, practised on by
the artful insinuations of the faithless Murray,
evidently suspected that the King had con-
sented to this inexpiable crime. Hence his
regrets and requests of pardon, noticed in the
letters of Secretary Nicholas. That Hamilton
had entertained this suspicion, though he cer-
tainly ought better to have understood the
character of Charles, is confirmed’ by an affect-
ing circumstance. Shortly after the mysterious
“ Incident,” and at the moment the Marquis
was created a Duke, Charles tenderly reproach-
ed him for having suffered so foul a suspicion
to enter his mind, reminding Hamilton that on
a former occasion, when a like charge had been
laid against Hamilton himself, he had instantly
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friends without conciliating his enemiies, so
transient is the feeble gratitude for extorted
favours! It must be acknowledged that Mon-
archs incur misfortunes which are peculiarly
their own.

The King indeed bad of late been so ac-
customed to grant concessions, without any
return of thanks, that the lip-service of the
vehement gratitude of some cunning Scots,
looked much like that loyalty from which he
had been so long estranged. Charles mistook
quiet for peace. Whatever was his design in
his present political journey, the policy proved
fatal; in going in person to Scotland, as
Clarendon forcibly expresses it, he had only
“made a more perfect deed of gift of that
kingdom,” and what was not less fatal, the
management of the Scots indicated to their
English friends, who had watched their mo-
tions, and rejoiced with their rejoicings, that
the King must yield all to them; it would
indeed have reproached the incapacity and the
enterprise of the party, if Charles had not
shown himself as weak and as weakened a
Sovereign at London as he had done at Edin-
burgh. So contagious is the example of a
successful insurrection, that even the Irish
nation in their atrocious rebellion, now pre-
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tings. The new Assembly, to spare the King’s
prejudices, avoided every allusion to the As-
sembly of Glasgow, which he had condemned
as illegal, but they were careful to reproduce
all its former resolutions.

Charles, though slowly, withdrew from that
last hold of his sovereignty — the contested
Episcopacy. The act of the Assembly de-
clared that ¢ Episcopacy was unlawful in the
Kirk ;” that term on any explanation, Charles
firmly rejected. The King was willing to al-
low that Episcopacy might be declared to be
“ contrary to the constitution of the Kirk,” but
he never would acknowledge that ¢ Episcopacy
was unlawful.” ¢ There may be,” he observed,
“ many several constitutions, but whatever is
absolutely unlawful in one Church, cannot be
lawful in another of the same profession of re-
ligion.”

Such was the argument of Charles, which
has incurred the censure of two able historians.
Malcolm Laing considers it as “ an immaterial
difference, unworthy to form an obstacle to a
national settlement;” and Dr. Lingard con-
demns it as “ a mere quibble.”

The historians of Charles the First rarely
place themselves in the perplexed situation of
this unfortunate Monarch. History requires
its abstractions as well as poetry ; the historian,
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himself. He indeed was so fully aware of the
perilous state into which his Anglican Church
was thrown by the establishment of his Scot-
tish Kirk ; that he had drawn a solemn oath
from the Chancellor of Scotland, (Lord Lou-
don,) the Earl of Argyle, and Lesley, that they
would never interfere with the religious wor-
ship of England, and never on this subject aid
the Puritans by their arms. This circumstance,
which appears in the manuscript of the French
Resident, was communicated by the King him-
self to that person, when, in 1644, Charles ex-
pressed his indignation at the conduct of the
Scotch party at London.*

stitution of a Church, it could never be restored.” Thus
while this acnte historian censures Charles for his hesitation
at *“ an immaterial difference,” when he comes to explain
the King’s views, he offers the most satisfactory apology for
the King’s conduct. It has been the peculiar fate of Charles,
placed as he was frequently in the most trying positions, to
be condemned in the same page which bears its refutation,
whenever the historian has taken enlarged views. I have
remarked this circumstance so often that I am provided with
a copious chapter of instances, where several of our most
eminent modern writers of the History of this period, while
they condemn this hapless Monarch, have in the very same
page contradicted themselves, correcting the popular notions
they adopt, by a more intimate knowledge of their subject.

* I give the original passage. ¢ Le Roi de la Grande
Bretagne est tres malcontent des Ecossois. Il m’a juré que
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Earl, “is their hatred to Royalty and Mo-
narchial Government, wherein your Majesty
and every King have a common interest.”—
« Je le scais bien, cela me peut arriver aussi
bien qud un autre, et comme vous dites les
Rois y ont grand interét, et quant & moi je ne
favoriseray jamais Jes mutins ‘et les rebelles.”*

When I read, many years ago, the French
Monarch’s replies, I was persuaded by the
naiveté of such blunt sincerity that it was clear
of all political artifice. I considered that the
witchery of the daring genius of the minister
had withered the faculties of Louis, and that
the French King knew nothing of the dispatch
of the Scotch Abbé Chambre to Edinburgh,
nor the continual intercourse with the Scottish
party ; in a word, that Louis had yet no idea
that he was in reality the ally and confederate
of the insurgents of Scotland. Moreover the
existence of this French letter addressed “ Au
Roy” by the Scottish Lords, has always been
denied by our historians from Hume to Brodie.
They have all asserted that no such letter was
sent, relying on the testimony of Lord Loudon,
one of the Lords who was implicated in the
treason, and sent to the Tower. He asserted that

* Sydney Papers, ii. Pére d’Orleans Revolutions de I'An-
gleterre, iii. 19.
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the Louvre—the object of his interview with
Sabran was to point out the future danger to
France of an union of both the Parliaments of
England and Scotland in the design of establish-
ing one form of religion. He warned Sabran
that the Parliament had already their secret de-
puties in Sweden, and among all the Protestant
Princes, as also with the States of Holland.
A league was ready to be formed against the
Catholic Princes. He complained that Scotch-
men were not so well received at Court, under
the administration of Mazarine, as of Richelieu.
He designed, however, to revisit France before
he returned to his country. As Sabran enter-
tained suspicions of this mysterious personage,
he encouraged him to open himself more freely ;
and it appeared that this Scotchman wanted to
establish the independence of Scotland by the
aid of France. He closed by a prediction.
“ We shall have our Covenant and indepen-
dence too at London, so that the Scots would
no longer be a province of England.”

The information given by this mysterious
personage was shortly after confirmed. The
French Cabinet was thrown into a panic at
the Parliament’s secret intercourse with Swe-
den by a concealed agent whose lodgings they
had not even been able to discover. This was
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all the Protestants, that as he writes to Sabran,
a long dispatch was sent to the Plenipoten-
tiaries then assembled at Munster, to sound the
designs of the Chancellor of Sweden, (the fa-
mous Oxenstiern) who doubtless is the prime
mover of this proposition which threatens the
oppression and ruin of the Catholic Religion.”
All these political terrors of the French cabi-
net produced a ludicrous incident. Sabran
proved it as difficult as it was delicate to com-
municate with the Scottish Chancellor, as he
could only converse with him by means of an
interpreter ; and such was the watchful jealou-
sies of the parties, that he was hindered from
seeing him as often as he wished. Sabran con-
trived an expedient. He sent an invitation for
Twelfth Night to draw for King, to the Chan-
cellor and his intimate associates, as a pretext
for their meeting. “ This was a difficult affair
to manage,” continues ‘Sabran, ¢ for reasons
which he could not mention, but which you
may easily imagine.” He probably alludes to
that feast-day, which was already condemned
as “a Popish superstition.” The Chancellor
accepted the invitation; but the day after he
suddenly fell ill, as he said, so that the feast
really intended for the Scotch, Sabran found
necessary to keep, without obtaining its object,
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« some things could not bear telling.” As an
instance, he mentioned that when the Earl of
Loudon lay prisoner in the Tower, Charles, in
his passionate resentment, sent a warrant to
Sir William Balfour, Lieutenant of the Tower,
to execute the prisoner for high treason the
next morning! The Lieutenant immediately
went to the Earl, and desired his opinion how
to avoid the execution. The Earl desired
Balfour to hasten to the Marquis of Hamilton,
whom, however, he could not meet with till
the King had retired to rest. The Marquis
and the Lieutenant are then represented as
waiting in the outer apartment in despair, till
one told Balfour that as Lieutenant of the
Tower he had a privilege to knock at the
King’s chamber-door at any hour of the night.
The Groom of the Bed-chamber announced
to the King that the Lieutenant of the Tower
had come upon business. He was admitted,
when falling on his knees, he prayed to know,
whether the warrant for the execution of Lou-
don was legally obtained from his Majesty, and
whether he could legally proceed in the exe-
cution of it? The King replied, that the war-
rant was his, and must be obeyed. The Mar-
quis of Hamilton, who had stood at the door,
then entering, on his knees begged the King
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himself.”* Secret history wonderfully improves
under the pens of certain writers.

Dr. Birch, a warm Whig, is .very tender on
the political tergiversation of his favourite his-
torian, Burnet. To Bishop Burnet we are un-
questionably indebted for a mass of very curi-
ous secret history, sometimes tinged by his pre-
judices, but much of which is veracious. Birch
says, “ It was not to be expected that the his-
torian writing (the Memoirs of Hamilton) in
such times and circumstances, (under Charles
IL.) should venture to relate at length the re-
markable story to which he evidently alludes
in a passage of those Memoirs.” The passage

* History of the Stewarts, 140. It is amusing to observe
this vile writer delivering his opinion on Historical compo-
sition. ¢ One great advantage the Ancients had over the
Moderns in writing history, was the liberty of their genius ;
and they had another which was the credit they were in with
their readers ; we do not find the margents of Thucydides
and Livy crowded with authorities. The Historian’s own
word was taken.” Yet so blind is party, that Micaiah
Towgood in his “ Essay towards attaining a true idea of the
character and reign of King Charles the First,” accepts the
impudent and vulgar writer’s history ¢ as a good collection
of fucts ; though his zeal, perhaps, breaks forth into too
frequent and warm sallies.” When I shall give the history
of this writer, my readers will learn on what principle he
acted and he wrote.
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that the affairs of that Kingdom could be more
advantageously transacted at a distance* The
Patriotic or County Members, and the presby-
terian and puritanic party in the House, at first
protested against the King’s journey to Scot-
land, and for this purpose even sate on a Sun-
day, excusing this profanation of the Sabbath
by issuing a declaration of the urgency of the
occasion. And when they found that no arts
which they tried could change the Royal de-
cision, they appointed a Committee of their
own party to attend on the King, on the plea
of these gentlemen being present at the act
of pacification, to cherish the kindly intercourse
between the two nations. Itis quite evident
that a Committee of Three, consisting of Lord
Howard of Escrick, a malcontent Lord who
“ had delivered himself soul and body” to the
party, and Sir Philip Stapelton, a young po-
litical adventurer, both under the guidance of
the wary Hampden, were only spies on the
King, who in truth was thus placed er sur-
veillance ; and as Clarendon sarcastically ob-
serves on this Committee, and on their new
office, that « It was their first employment, and
the first that ever Parliament had of that

* Clarendon, i. 490.
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leaned on the affections of his native king-
dom, and by conciliating a whole people, have
resumed that monarchical independence which
he had lost. The King had already succeeded
in gaining over some of the heads of the Cove-
nanters—the Earls of Rothes, of Montrose, and
others; and Charles was now hastening to his
Scottish throne, thence to touch with' his scep-
tre every act of concession to the Scottish peo-
ple, and from the fountain of honour to shower
his Royal graces on their chiefs. At this mo-
ment we discover that even the Queen “ began
to speak honourably and affectionately of the
Scottish nation,” and Henrietta, desolate in her
own palace, and trembling amidst the menaces
of the Parliamentarians, appears to have had a
serious intention of accompanying the King.
The motive assigned for this change of feeling
is, that “ this hearty agreeance would be a so-
vereign help of the continual harsh rencounters
of the English Parliament.*

But, besides the present, there was also a
more secret motive concealed in the breast of
the King. From the communications of Ha-
milton, and the disclosures of Montrose, Charles
had gathered many intimations, many surmises,

* Baillie, i. 327. who informs us of the Queen’s reso-
lvtion.
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doubtful of their reception in England on a
second ; well might they have faltered, for it
was a fearful step. Uncertain how the English
people would countenance their own English
friends, the Covenanters had some dread of
provoking the national jealousy, which once
roused might have sided with the King; and
the invaders, who themselves were but ill-pre-
pared, might have been involved in the endless
conflicts of a civil war. They required some-
thing more palpable than advice and encourage-
ment from their English allies. During this
indecision, while hovering on the borders, they
received an engagement subscribed by several
Lords, whose names and principles were well
known to them. These Lords dispatched an
invitation to the Scottish army to enter Eng-
land ; they offered unlimited promises of sup-
port, and they expressed their confidence that
the Scots were their best friends to remove
their own grievances. It is said that this writ-
ten engagement decided the doubts and quick-
ened the march of the Scots. A rumour spread
through the Scottish camp that “ they were
sure of a very great and unexpected assistance,
which, though it was to be kept secret, would
appear in due time.”

These English Lords, however, did not come
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him in the names of several of the nobility and
gentry, and on his return to Scotland, Saville
had sent him this very agreement subscribed
by these Lords, by the hands of Mr. Henry
Darley.* And this the Lord Saville, they
doubted not, would avouch to be true. A
meeting with this Lord was agreed on. With-
out any knowledge of what had just occurred,
Saville was taken by surprise, and in his con-
fusion acknowledged that he had never ac-
quainted those Lords with the business, whose
signatures appeared to this deceptious engage-

» In a narrative of obscure and secret transactions, dif-
ferences appear, even in telling the same circumstance. We
may instance this in Burnet’s account. Lord Saville is there
made to show Lord Loudon and another Scotch Lord, about
the period mentioned, an engagement under the hands of
these Lords, to join with them on their entrance into Eng-
land, provided they refused any treaty but what should be
confirmed by an English Parliament. The Scotch Lords
desired leave to send this paper into Scotland, to which,
after much difficulty, Saville consented. - It was inclosed
in a hollow cane, and one Frost, afterwards Secretary to the
Committee of both Kingdoms, was sent down with it in the
disguise of a poor traveller. It was to be communicated
only to three persons, the Earls of Rothes, of Argyle, and
Wariston. Burnet’s Own Times, i. 47. This is a detail,
which we cannot discover in the authentic narrative of Lord
Mandeville—yet the secret mode of the conveyance of the
Engagement is evidently alluded to.
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presence of Lord Mandeville and the other
Lords, who declared that their signatures had
been so skilfully imitated that they could not
distinguish them from their own writing,* the
names were separately cut out and burnt, but
the Engagement itself the Scottish Lords in-
sisted should be preserved. Afterwards when
the Scots laboured under difficulties and dan-
ger by the failure of supplies for their army,
and seemed to lose confidence in their new
confederates, they were once on the point of
retreating and petitioning for the King’s grace,
and proposed to allege for their excuse that
invitation from the Lords which they still re-
tained.t

Such is the narrative of the singular poli-
tical forgery by Lord Saville, drawn from the
authentic Memoirs of the Earl of Manchester,
the only one of the party who has left any
memorials of their more secret transactions.

* It is said by Oidmixon, whose authority has no other
weight than the probability of the fact, that Lord Saville
wrote letters to all the supposed subscribers on purpose to
get answers to them, and by their names to those answers
he so well counterfeited them that when they saw their pre-
tended hand-writing, every one of them declared that they
could not swear they did not write their names, though they
could swear they had signed no such letter.

+ Nalson, ii. 427,
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whose names he has subscribed to the letter.
Oldmixon is now fixed in this dilemma. If
he transcribed the original, which Woariston
appears to have detained, after having cut out
the names of the pretended subscribers,. on
what authority does Oldmixon affix the names
of the seven Lords? If he transcribed from
a presumed copy of the original, he well knew
that such a paper was no certain authority.
The truth seems, that this treacherous his-
torian was desirous of disguising the real na-
ture of his communications, which probably
wonld not bear too close an inspection, as hap-
pens to some other anecdotes of his Scottish
papers.*

The intention of Lord Saville in encouraging
the Scots to march into England, and in send-
ing besides the present forged engagement,

* In the recent edition of Burnet’s History of His Own
Times, is a remarkable, though it be only a private reference
by the Speaker Onslow to  a note in his copy of Old-
mixon's History of the Stuarts, p. 145.” Burnet i. 48. We
regret that this note remains unpublished ; it may here-
after be consulted, should the volume be in the library of his
noble descendant. I suspect that the Speaker entertained
doubts of the authenticity of Oldmixon’s communication.
This egregious writer of history has collected and exagge-
rated many loose rumours and many scandalous tales, which
there is great reason to conclude are entirely apocryphal.
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pularity, desperately disappointed the success-
ful deputies and the whole body of Catholics
by proroguing the Parliament, a few days
before their return from the King at Edin-
burgh.* \

Terror and amazement ran through the
nation. 'The history of the Irish massacre, as
this rebellion is emphatically called, has been

* Lingard, x. 161. Mr. Hallam inclines to think the
conduct of these Lords Justices is rather to be ascribed to the
weakness of their character. They may have been weak, and
yet criminal. They had been warned by Charles as early as in
March 1640-1, that there was a design of raising commotions
in Ireland, many lrish officers in foreign service, and others,
were passing over to Ireland, by intelligence which he had re-
ceived from Spain : this appears by a letter many years after
discovered among the papers of Sir William Parsons, one of
these Lords Justices; yet the intimation led to no active
measures on their part.—Nalson, ii. 566. It is said ‘that
this Irish Rebellion was at first but a spark which might
have been put out. They appear to have zealously perse-
cuted the Romanists; Parsons, it is said, had declared, that
‘ within a twelvemonth no Catholic should be seen in Ire-
land.”—Nalson, ii. 567. Strange is the history of religious
parties! Scotland had risen, and the English Parliament
adopted their cause against Charles’s attempt to force Epis-
copacy on a Presbyterian land; and yet this very Parlia-
ment were intent on changing a land of Romanists to a land
of Protestants. The King, who was called a tyrant, yielded ;
the Parliament, who were advocating the cause of freedom,
would not even allow a toleration !
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by a cavalcade of five hundred citizens, vying
in the richness of their dresses. Not a voice
murmured, not a hand was lifted in scorn.
Monarchs may well be excused if they deceive
themselves, when a whole people create the
illusion. The King was feasted with unusual
civic magnificence.* Charles had graciously
delivered “a few good words,” and it was re-
marked that he took his hat off more fre-
quently than he was accustomed to do. It was
late in November, and * the days being short,”
the Royal carriages drew up at four o’clock,
and the whole cortége returned from the city
dinner ; the King, however, mounted his horse.
All the attendants carried torches, and « the
night seemed to be turned into day.” ¢ The
noise of trumpets which at their different sta-
tions in the morning had announced the ap-
proach of the King, was now changed for
softer sackbuts, and dispersed bands of musi-
cians were playing their voluntaries. On pass-
ing St. Paul’s, the choir, standing in their sur-
plices in the porch, chaunted an anthem, which

* Nalson has devoted six folio pages to a minute descrip-
tion of this great city feast and grand ceremonial. Some of
the details might amuse those who are more experienced

than myself in Lord Mayor’s dinners on such Royal visits.
Nalson, ii. 677.
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relieving itself of any obnoxious member in
the House, or any other person in any rank of
life, the King had the power of pressing—that
is, of appointing them to do some public ser-
vice at their charge; and in some cases, as in
a time of war, they might be sent out of the
kingdom to the army* The Commons were
secure of the popularity of their protest, and
the King was as tenacious of his ancient rights.
It was one of the great misfortunes of Charles
the First, that while the Commons were pur-
suing the most popular objects, they appeared
to Charles only intent, by their encroachments,
on reducing the Monarchy to the state of a
Venetian Doge. - To the Lords it seemed, that
under the cloak of the urgent necessities of the
state, the Commons; were carrying a great
party-measure. . The Lords already had been
thrown into some alarm for their own privi-
leges. The style of the Commons was autho-
ritative, and soon became menacing. It was
to be a struggle between the two Houses.

The Lords objected to the preamble, which,
to say the least, was ill-timed ; and the bill
could not pass with it, without a deliberation
and a discussion, which would impede the -
momentous interests at stake. They offered

* I have shown some cases in Curiosities of Literature.
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Ireland. The King came down to the House
and offered to pass the bill with a salvo jure,
for King and people,* leaving the discussion to
a fitter time.

This interference of the King on a bill which
was still in debate with the two Houses, and
particularly an unhappy allusion, that the King
was ¢ little beholding to him whoever at this
time began this dispute,” was declared to have
broken into the fundamental privileges of Par-
liament. Both Houses alike caught fire. Those
Peers, who were the friends of the Commons,
did not fail to aggravate this violation of the
Constitution. The Commons desired that a
humble petition should be delivered to the
King, that « he should take notice that the
privilege of Parliament was broken, and to
desire him (the King) that it may not be done
so any more hereafter.” The Lords agreed to
this stern “ humbleness.”—And the King made
an ample apology, simply assuring both Houses
that “he had not the least thoughts of break-

* Mr. Brodie seems to limit the salvo jure Charles pro-
posed, as if merely for the preservation of his own right—
but this necessarily included that of the people’s claim for
exemption. He says *“ this usurped power had already been
pronounced illegal.” By whom? As yet only by the Com-
mons themselves, It was a subject for future discussion.—
Brodie, iii. 248. 3
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offered to raise the men if the House undertook
to pay them. The Comimons now resented
the proposal of the Lords as an improper inter-
ference of the Upper House. One of the an-
swers of the Commons to the Lords is remark-
able for its terse insolence.

« They were not used to be capitulated
withal. Their actions are free as well without
conditions as capitulations ; ‘and the House of
Commons desire it may be so no more. Fur-
ther they desire that their Lordships would
pass the Bill for pressing, in regard they con-
ceive that the ten thousand English cannot go,
unless that is done.”*

In vain the King, again and again, urged
them to put an end to the miseries of Ireland,
while the rebels were encouraged in their bar-
barities by the slowness of the succours which
they had voted, but never sent. The Com-
mons, on their side, again and again, pressed
the Lords to pass the Bill, with the preamble—
without which Ireland would not be saved.
They noticed the King’s offer to furnish the
ten thousand men, in the most extraordinary
way imaginable—for a rumour spread that the
King was coming down with his Papists to cut

*The *“ Smart answer of the Commons” to two propositions
of the Lords, is given in Nalson’s Collections, ii. 771.
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pressing —* They had therefore no alternative
now.” This representation is incorrect, since the
salvo jureleft the discussion open at any future
day. Mr. Brodie says the King insisted not to
pass the Bill without «a salvo jure, or preser-
vation of his right.” This seems to me unfairly
given; it seems to restrict the benefit of the
sulvo jure merely to the King ; butin the King’s
speech it is positively declared thus, “To avoid
farther debate at this time, I offer that the
Bill may pass with a salvo jure both for King
and People.”* Probably aware of the futility
of this argument, Mr. Brodie suddenly mystifies
the simple reader by a disclosure of certain se-
cret motives in these transactions, on both sides,
* Considering what had occurred on former oc-
casions,” continues Mr. Brodie, “ it is scarcely
to be imagined that this Prince had profited so
little by experience, as not to anticipate the re-
sult of this illegal interference with a Bill de-
pending before both Houses.” Mr. Brodie has
justly expressed his surprise that Charles gained
little from experience — but his wide inference
is quite his own. “ And therefore we may con-
clude that he was actuated by deeper motives
than a mere desire to have his assumed right
preserved.” He reveals * the deeper motives,”

* Rushworth, iv, 457.
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the history of the artifices of a subtile party.
We are at present* deprived of any memoirs
of these persons; they appear not to have chro-
nicled their acts of patriotism. We can only
get glimpses of them as in a dark chamber,
without light enough to see their faces, but,
not without evidence which yields us more
than suspicions of the persons themselves. The
reader has already heard some important in-
telligence from that great revealer of political
events, Bishop Williams, and from the watch-
fulness of the vigilant Secretary Nicholas.

The Remonstrance at length was brought
into the House. The party was sanguine.
They had numbered their votes, and moreover
had practised a trick on those Members who
disliked the violence, and deemed this act to
be uncalled for at a moment when the Sove-
reign had shown by so many acts of his own,
and by a recent change of councils, that wea-
ried by opposition, he now was only seeking
for public tranquillity. The trick practised
was this. They assured these moderate men
that the intention of this Remonstrance was
purely prudential ; it was to mortify the Court,
and nothing more! The Remonstrance, after
having been read, would remain in the hands

.’ I say at present, for Lord Nugent has long announced‘a
Life of the Patriot Hampden,
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eleven; Clarendon says only by nine. We
find some notice of the calmness and adroitness
of Hampden, during this disorderly debate.
When the Remonstrance had been carried, he
moved for the printing, that it might be dis-
persed among the people. According to con-
stitutional usage it should first have been com-
municated to the Lords, and afterwards pre-
sented to the King. But this appeal to the
people against the Sovereign, as it avowedly
was, he observed run in the sole name of the
Commons —an all-sufficient authority! Al-
ready this great man was meditating that sepa-
ration from the Lords, which in due time oc-
curred. This had been indicated by several
signal unparliamentary courses, for the House
of Lords had of late been refractory.* Even
Hampden failed in the division for printing, on
the first night ; but it was a favourite measure,
and his cool and determined diligence renewed
the motion three weeks after, when the print-
ing was carried by a considerable majority. So
out-wearied, or so supine were the Royalists,
though the King was excessively anxious that
this cruel record of his disturbed reign, reflect-
ing such an aggravated picture of tyranny and
himself the tyrant, should not be sent forth

* Macaulay, iii, 99,
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or the virtue, of a free people, must often de-
pend on the subtraction or the multiplication
of voices, it is a curious fact in the history
of an English Parliament, that some of the
most eventful changes in our Constitution, have
been carried by the feeble majorities of two or
three votes; and that the majority and mino-
rity on the same question, at different periods,
have changed sides.* Thus it happens that
the age and the health of the Members become
a material circumstance in the highest concerns
of the nation, and nothing seems more desir-
able than that even an absent Member should
not be deprived of his vote, provided he

* The great points of the National Religion, under Eliza-
beth, were carried by six, and some say by a single vote ; the
Hanover Succession was voted in by a single vote! Calamy,
ii. 2. It is certainly difficult to get at *“the sense of the
Nation.” On a question whether the Protestant religion
was in danger under Queen Anne’s government, 256 saw no
danger, and only 208 remained in a state of alarm. Calamy’s
Life, ii. 279. But it often happens that Parliaments cor-
rect their own errors ; for we find questions which had been
frequently lost by the weakest minorities, afterwards carried
with little or no opposition. The Nemine contradicente is
always rare. How can we hope to reconcile so many op-
posed interests, to convince such different sizes of under-
standings, and conciliate tempers which no art of man can
ever accord! In this imperfect state of human existence,
we can only trust to the 4yes and the Noes !
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this party had decided on overturning the
English Constitution by setting aside the

Crown altogether.
But, in truth, this was not the first motive

of the present personal persecution of the Mon-
arch. “ The Remonstrance” was an act of
despair. Those who have written since the
day of the female historian, with less passion
and closer research, though not with more abi-
lity, nor even with any undue sympathy for
this unfortunate Prince, have agreed that a
far different motive than the one alleged in
favour of the Commons, was the real induce-
ment of this ungenerous attack.

That motive was a conviction that their own
supporters had visibly diminished ; some of
the most eminent names in our history had
abandoned them; and their violent courses,
contrasted with the sacrifices both of personal
feelings and Royal authority, of which Charles,
of late, had given so many striking evidences,
had affected the moderate, and alarmed the
honest. Nor was it unknown to themselves,
that their clandestine practices in their inter-
course with the Scots, of which Strafford had
made some discoveries, and Montrose had re-
vealed more, were rankling in the mind of
Charles. The King had lately accepted for his
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whose temperament was the most sanguine
that a Prince so unfortunate has ever shown.

George Digby, the second Earl of Bristol,
should rather be the hero of a romance, than
of history. He was himself so much a crea-
ture of imagination, that an imaginative writer
would seem more happily to record the versa-
tility of his fine genius, and the mutability of
his condition, that we might contemplate
through a wider scene so many glorious en-
terprises. Should a writer in some Biographi-
cal Romance—for the wantonness of our taste
may find novelty even in such a Fiction—
make this hero independent of circumstances,
by adding only a termination to the adventures
of Lord Digby, which he himself never could,
this Romancer, in the simple narrative of his
life, could place before us an extraordinary
being—a perfection of human nature, the very
idealism of Romance; and the truths he would
have to tell, would at least equal the fictions
he might invent.

Among other peculiarities in the fate of this
nobleman was the place of his nativity. Born
during his father’s prolonged embassy at Ma-
drid, he did not leave that Court before his
thirteenth year; he spoke the Spanish lan-
guage with native elegance, and stole some of
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condemn Strafford without becoming an acces-
sory in that judicial murder; and we shall see
that he spoke in favour of the Test Act, though
he was himself a Roman Catholic.

Several years of studious residence at his
father’s retreat, when the Earl, on his return
home, was banished to his seat, was a fortunate
circumstance in the life of the son. Surround-
ed by the learned and the ingenious, who re-
sorted to Sherborne Castle, Lord Digby became
equally learned and skilful in the prevalent
theology and philosophy of that day, and ac-
complished in elegant literature. One of the
fruits of these early studies was his letters to
his relation, Sir Kenelm Digby, against the
Roman Catholic religion. Whenvhe himself
chose to be converted, it is said, that he never
would take upon himself to answer himself,
except by a subtile apology, or rather a fanciful
distinction, which he made between the Church
of Rome and the Court of Rome.

Lord Digby’s first step into life was strongly
indicative of its subsequent events. His im-
petuous passions brought him into notice. On
a casual visit to the Metropolis, from the quiet
shades of Sherborne, he engaged in an amour,
and a duel ; both of which were none of his
inferior delights through life. He chastised an
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and had so often disappointed the unreasonable
hopes of others. Lord Digby was never wise
by experience and misfortune ; for his working
genius was only invigorated by the failure of
one event to hasten on another ; nothing seem-
ed lost, when so much remained to be acquired;
and in his eager restlessness, the chace after the
new soon left the old out of sight. By the pe-
culiarity of his situation, Europe was opened
for his career, and when he had wrestled with
his fate at home, he met her as a new man, in
France or in Spain.

But those who had prematurely blessed their
good fortune, for having met with a wonder of
human kind, and clung to him as their pride
and their hope, were left desperate at a single
mischance ; these persons had set all their ven-
ture on his single card; they could not repair
their ruined fortunes by new resources; and
thus it happened, that those who had been his
greatest admirers were apt to become his
greatest enemies. None so easily won admira-
tion and esteem, none more rapidly lost their
friends. It was remarkable, as Clarendon ob-
serves, that Lord Digby’s keenest enemies had
been connected with him by the closest friend-
ships. Digby accepted their esteem as a tri-
bute to his own virtues and transcendent
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so much out of distrust that they would pro-
test against it, for he was very indulgent to
himself in believing that what appeared rea-
sonable to him would appear so to every one
else, but from a persuasion that by this con-
cealment, he was keeping up his own reputa-
tion, by doing that which had been unthought
of by others. It was this unlucky temper in
his nature which produced so many incon-
veniences to the King and to himself — for
Charles the First was himself too prone to
sudden enterprizes, and a counsellor so daring
and so fanciful as Lord Digby was the un-
fittest minister for a Monarch who though
easily induced to adopt such rash attempts, as
quickly was startled at their difficulties.*

No man dared more than Lord Digby, and
few had greater abilities to support that daring
nature; but no man’s life, who had entered
into such a variety of fortunes, was more un-
prosperous, nor were ever such great designs
left unaccomplished by the genius which had
conceived them. If Lord Digby possessed
some extraordinary qualities, he had also others
which were not so, and which worked them-
selves into his character only to weaken it;
like those roots and branches which grow out

* Clarendon, ii. 102.






438 THE HISTORY OF LORD DIGBY.

ed posterity. But when with deep impreca-
tions he protested that he knew not of the abs-
traction of an important document, which was
long after discovered copied in his hand-writing
among the King’s papers, whatever might be
the policy of his solemn oaths, and however de-
sperate the predicament in which he stood, it
has involved his honour. In the proposed ar-
rest of the six members, when his Lordship dis-
covered how ill that measure was resented by
the House, he immediately rose and vehemently
spoke against it, declaring that it was absolutely
necessary that the King should disclose the
name of the proposer of that pernicious coun- -
sel ; and whispering to Lord Kimbolton, who
was intended to have been one of those State
victims, that « He now clearly saw that the
King was hastening to his own ruin.” Yet we
are told by Clarendon that it was he only who
had advised the measure, without any commu-
nication with the Ministers. Even on this
occasion his own character rose paramount.
For a moment he had been «the creeping
thing” which has left in the dust the trail of his
political cunning, but his dauntless spirit soared
as high as it had sunk, for Digby could not dissi-
mulate when his courage and intrepidity were






440 THE HISTORY OF LORD DIGBY.

of this accomplished Statesman and warrior ;
his actions only exhibit him in the motion of
life.

The Commons excepted Lord Digby from
pardon, in a negotiation for a treaty of peace.
They pursued Digby with the same violence
they had hunted down Strafford, designing that
another Minister should bleed on the scaffold.
Digby flew to Holland. But he was not a
man to repose in security at a moment of great
agitation. We soon find him at York, where
in a midnight interview with the King he ar-
ranged his return to Holland to procure arms.
Taken, and brought into Hull, an adventure
occurred which perfectly displays his versatile
and dauntless character.

When Lord Digby found himself in the
hands of the Parliamentarians, he appeared as
a sea-sick Frenchman, and retiring into the
hold of the vessel, he there concealed his pa-
pers; their detection would have been fatal.
The Governor of Hull was Sir John Hotham,
a man of a rough unfeeling nature, sordid, and
influenced entirely by his meanest interests ;
moreover he was an enemy. Digby, in his
usual way, deliberated, and resolved. The sea-
sick Frenchman opened his part, by addressing
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promise that he should return to Hull. Such
hair-breadth escapes were the delight and the
infirmity of this romantic hero.

In the civil wars, from the first battle of
Edge Hill, we trace Lord Digby’s gallant at-
chievements, and on one signal occasion his
desperate ‘bravery. He seemed as careless of
death, as if he had been invulnerable to bullets,
which, however, he was not, for he received
many wounds very little short of life. As active
in the cabinet as in the field, he was concerting
very ingenious schemes to obtain a city by an
intrigue, or to project a visionary treaty, but
he did not command. success. ‘W hatever might
be the skill of the sculptor, his marble was of
too rough a grain to take his polish. His good
fortune - was always .of short duration. He
suffered a' great defeat—quarrelled "with his
officers —and was sent by Charles to Ireland.
There  his’ busied brain planned to fix the
. Prince on an Irish throne; but the Queen in-
sisting that her son should hasten to Paris,
Digby followed; a circumstance which first
brought him in contact with the French mi-
nister. ‘

On the death of Charles the First, Lord
Digby at St. Germain addressed Charles the
Second, offering his devoted services in a style
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without speaking to any one, leisurely moved
his horse towards this vaunting champion, who
stood still, apparently awaiting his antagonist.
It was a dishonourable feint; for the bravo
dexterously receding towards his own party as
Digby approached, the whole front of the
squadron fired. His Lordship was shot in the
thigh, and though he still kept his seat, it was
not without difficulty he got back to his own
side. Such intrepid gallantry, performed in
the presence of the French Monarch, Cardinal
Mazarine, and others of the Court, raised an
universal inquiry. At that moment few knew
more of the remarkable gentleman than that he
was an Englishman. All pressed forward to
admire the chivalrous Lord, and on his recovery
the King and the Cardinal instantly gave him
a regiment of horse, with the most liberal ap-
pointments.

Every thing about Lord Digby was in uni-
son with his imaginative character. The im-
press on his standard was noticed for the in-
genuity and acuteness of its device. An Os-
trich, his own crest, was represented with
a piece of iron in its mouth, and the motto,
Ferro vivendum est tibi, quid prestantia plume?
“ Thou who must live on iron, what avails the
lustre of thy feathers?” But the motto in-
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vested with a high command in the French
army, which gave him the full privileges of
tolls and passes and licences over the river to
Paris, so that his profits were considerable as
his honours. Such a prosperous state might
have terminated the career of other men.
Digby was more gratified at having attracted
the eyes of both sexes on him, than on the
honours which had no novelty for him, and
the fortune, which however abundant, could
never supply his invisible necessities. His
revenues were so large that it was imagined
that his Lordship designed to accumulate a
vast fortune, for he maintained no establish-
ment, was without an equipage, lived meanly,
was never bountiful nor even charitable, yet
ever moneyless. Deeply involved in amorous
intrigues and romantic exploits, more adapted
for some folio romance than for the page of
grave history, he was however not less intent
on political ones, of the boldest nature bhis
inexhaustible invention had ever conceived.
When Cardinal Mazarine was compelled to quit
France and retire to Cologne, while the popu-
lar clamour was at its height, that sage states-
man recommended Lord Digby to the Queen,
as an able and confidential adviser. In one of
the flights of his erratic genius his Lordship
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impregnable. The Spanish Prince had suffered
repeated repulses in his attempts to reduce this
fort. Many Irish regiments, who had followed
the fortunes of their Sovereign, were in the
service of France, and the garrison of this fort
was chiefly composed of this soldiery. Charles
the Second had lately been abandoned by Ma-
zarine, in his terror of Cromwell, and the King
was now a fugitive in the Spanish Netherlands.
Digby one day surprised Don Juan by an as-
surance that the Spaniards should possess the
fort. He had been privately negotiating with
the Irish officers, and having convinced them
that as their Sovereign was no longer protected
by France, it could not but be agreeable to him
that they should unite with Spain who had
afforded him an asylum, to the Irish it was
perfectly indifferent in whose service they en-
gaged, and they found no difficulty in resolving
to pass over to the other side. The great Mar-
shal Schomburgh, who was convinced that he
was secure from all attacks, suddenly discover-
ed that his orders were disobeyed, and himself
in the midst of unaccountable mutinies. The
Marshal was constrained to march out of his
impregnable fort, and had the mortification to
witness most of his garrison wheel about to the
Spanish camp. The dexterity and secrecy which
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ceal his own sentiments, in pursuance of the
advice of Clarendon, in commanding Digby’s
absence at all future councils; and moreover,
ordered him to resign the signet as Secretary of
State, which though now but a titular office,
was important, for it conferred on him a political
character at.the Court of Madrid. Even Don
Juan, who had not read this portentous conver-
sion when they had conned the stars together,
cast a cold glance on the wonderful young pro-
selyte. The Prince indeed had incurred a
reprimand from the Spanish Cabinet for suffer-
ing himself to be so powerfully influenced by
Lord Digby; the jealousy of the Ministers
was at work. No place, no pension came from
Madrid ; no compliment from Rome, but an
exhortation, which relished of irony, that
“since his Lordship had been converted, it
behoved him now to convert his brothers.”
When Charles the Second was invited to be
present at the treaty between Irance and
Spain at Fontarabia, Don Louis de Haro, the
Spanish Minister, pointedly excepted against
the King being accompanied by Lord Digby.
Yet such was the spell of Digby’s genius that
Charles, though his crown might have been at
stake, could not part with his delightful com-
panion, who leaving the negotiators with the
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more munificent to the Earl of Bristol than
the Royal forgetfulness had allowed with so
many others. As Digby could not be of the
Privy Council, nor hold any ostensible post in
the administration, but had free access at all
hours to the King, he ambitioned to be the
head of the English Roman Catholics, but he
found that the Jesuits would not divulge their
secrets. That he could not be the Prime
Minister of England, possessing as he did the
King’s ear, I suspect rankled in his spirit.

A curious incident now occurred, which
shows that the genius of the Earl of Bristol,
unmitigated by age, still retained the restless
invention of his most fanciful days. The
treaty of the Portuguese match, already ad-
vanced, was confidentially revealed by the King
to the Earl, who, provoked that he had not a
greater share in foreign affairs, than his old
friend the Chancellor admitted him to, deter-
mined to exert his rare faculty of puzzling,
and obstructing any project which was not of
his own contrivance. He startled the King
by an assurance that this proposed political
marriage must be followed by a war with
Spain; he described the critical situation of
Portugal, and of that miserable family who
would shortly be compelled to ship themselves
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in unmeasured terms for ¢ passing his life only
in pleasure and debauchery, while he left the
government to the Chancellor—but he would
do that which should awaken him!” 'The
King was equally surprised and confused ;
otherwise, as he declared, having been per-
sonally menaced in his private closet, he had
called the guard, and sent his old companion
to lodge in the Tower.

This extravagant conduct was the prelude
of.the Earl of Bristol exhibiting charges of high
treason against his estranged friend the Chan-
cellor. 'When these were brought into the
House of Lords it was resolved, that by the
statutes of the realm no Peer can exhibit a
charge of high treason against another Peer
in their own House; and further, that in the
matters alleged there was no treason. What
is extraordinary, the Earl himself fully con-
curred in these resolutions, but what is still
more so, he preferred the same charges a se-
cond time. ¢ Follies of the wise!” The King
was so greatly offended, that warrants were
issued for his arrest; and during two years,
this baffled and eccentric statesman was forced
to live au secret. But this singular man was
familiar with the mutability of fortune, for on
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conduct on a remarkable occasion. “ He spoke
for the Test Act, though a Roman Catholic.”
Thus an antithesis, or an epigram, can cloud
over the most glorious action of a whole life.
This statesman, in the policy of that day, and
at that critical hour, above all other considera-
tions, held, that the vital independence of this
country was in the firm and jealous mainte-
nance of the Protestant interest. On this oc-
casion he delivered his sentiments with his ac-
customed eloquence, but above the eloquence
was the patriotism.

The present work will not admit of a de-
velopement of the fine and original genius of
this remarkable statesman. From his speech
on the Test Act and his “ Apology” addressed
to the Commons* might be selected passages,
as important for their deep sense, as for their
splendid novelty. The noble speaker avoid-
ed to decide, whether the boon of greater free-
dom to be granted to the Romanists would
be dangerous; or whether the unreasonable
ambition of any Roman Catholics had afforded
any just grounds for the alarm which had so
violently seized on, and distempered the major
part of his Majesty’s Protestant subjects? It
is these fancies which he would now allay, and
he thus illustrates the nature of popular fancies.

* It is preserved in Nalson’s Collections, vol, ii.
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most critical moments of his political life his
path was clearly traced before him. Lord
Digby, from his first eloquent speech on the
trial of ‘Strafford to his last on the Test Act,
poured forth the feelings of a patriot with the
calm sagacity of the statesman. Had he lived
in our times, it is probable that Lord Digby
would have spoken against this very Test Act,
and afforded Horace Walpole one more unge-
nerous sneer.

Little did Lord Digby imagine that he
would only be known to posterity by the pen
of his immortal adversary, the Chancellor, who
in his solitude, though feeling himself per-
sonally aggrieved, had suffered no vindictive
passion to cross the seas—a sad exile from his
country and his glory; yet in his leisure hours
at Montpellier, his great mind found a delight-
ful task, in commemorating the splendid ac-
complishments and the daring virtues of his
great enemy, which he felicitously distinguishes
as “the beautiful part of his life.” <« Tt is
pity,” continues the noble writer,  that his
whole life should not be exactly and carefully
written, and it would be as much pity that
any body else should do it but himself, who
could only do it to the life, and make the
truest description of all his faculties, and pas-
sions, and appetites, and the full operation of
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might win the affections of the honest and the
honourable, who were not enlisted into a party.
When Hampden reproached Lord Falkland
for having changed his opinion, his Lordship
replied to the patriot, that he had been per-
suaded at that time to believe many things
which he had since found to be untrue; and
therefore he had changed his opinion in many
particulars, as well as to things as persons.
This, at least, was an unbiassed opinion, for
the virtuous Falkland had accepted office on
the repeated entreaties of his Sovereign, but
with the greatest repugnance. The Commons
were now despotic. They ridiculed even Par-
liamentary customs when these thwarted their
immediate purposes; when on one occasion
Pym declared that the established orders
were not to be considered like the laws of the
Medes and Persians. When the shadow of
the House of Lords was yet suffered to show
itself, an extraordinary motion was made by
Pym, that “the major part of the House of
Commons, and the minor of the Lords, should
be an authentic concurrence of both Houses.*

* Sir Philip Warwick, 187. Abstract propositions little
influenced the conduct of the demagogue who publicly pro-
mulgated them. He who thus violated the laws has himself
delivered for posterity one of the noblest descriptions of law
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was known to some in the House, that the
King possessed from Strafford, Saville, and
Montrose many discoveries concerning them-
selves. The patriotic leaders had betrayed their
sensitive state on various occasions. They had
clamoured against the King’s journey to Scot-
land, and sent their Commissioners at his back
they had felt even a jealousy in the King’s
personal communication with his Scottish sub-
jects; when the mysterious * Incident” oc-
curred at Fdinburgh, the parties at London
were struck by the sympathetic terror. Charles
possessed evidence for their impeachment, they
imagined for their destruction. To maintain
the power they had usurped, it was necessary
to push on to every extremity; it was also
a desperate effort for their own self-preserva-
tion. They decided to annihilate the House
of Lords, beginning by the Bishops, and to
degrade, to calumniate, and to terrify the So-
vereign ; dreading nothing so much as that
reconciliation which seemed fast approaching
between the King and the nation.

It is important to observe, that the inevitable
results of these persevering persecutions of the
Commons led to the fatal imprudent acts of
the various parties who on their side alike






470 THE FLIGHT FROM THE CAPITAL.

Archbishop of York, the wily Williams, in
this extremity, maddened by despair, com-
mitted an act of greater imprudence than were.
even some of the King's precipitate measures.
Archbishop Williams hastily drew up a pro-
test, and by his artful representations, assuring
them of the legality of the act, obtained the
signatures of twelve Bishops, wherein they de_
clared that ¢ All laws, orders, and votes were
void, and of none effect in their absence.” This
Protest was not to be used till it had received
the Royal consent. The Lord Keeper Little-
ton, however, to ingratiate himself with the
Commons, as more than one testimony con-
firms, read it openly in the House, aggravating
its offence. 'When this protest reached the
Commons, it was instantly voted high trea-
son.” ¢ We poor souls, who little thought that
we had done any thing that might deserve
a chiding, are now called to our knees at the
bar—astonished at the suddenness of this cri-
mination compared with the perfect innocency
of our own intentions.” Such is the language
of Bishop Hall in his “ Hard Measure.” At
night, and in a hard frost in January, the
Bishops are dragged to the Tower. The news
of their committal is announced by the ring-
ing of bells and the blaze of bonfires, so preva-
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ground in popular opinion. But though the
bold design of the Commons was frustrated in
condemning the Bishops as traitors, they per-
sisted in renewing the Bill for taking away
their votes at the same time with the bill for
pressing, both which, as Clarendon states, had
lain so long desperate while the Lords came
and sat with freedom in the House. Both
afterwards easily passed in a very thin House.*

Thus had the Commons signalized their
trinmph over the Lords; nor had they ceased
to harass the hapless Monarch; and the in-
juries and indignities offered to his person were
“scorns put upon the kingly office,” degrading
it in the eyes of the very populace. The King
was reduced to a state nearly of destitution,
“ Beggar as I am!” he exclaimed; once he
pathetically reminded them of his personal de-
privations ; “ we have and do patiently suffer
those extreme personal wants, as our predeces-
sors have been seldom put to, rather than we
would press on the great burdens our people
have undergone, which we hope in time will
be considered on your parts.” There was a
bitter mockery in their pretended elevation of
the character of majesty ; they sometimes pro-
mised “ to make him a great and glorious

* Bishop Hall's ¢ Hard Measure.”
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been conjectured, on more than one oceasion,
had proved treacherous. His new Solicitor-
general, the dark-browed St. John, was medi-
tating his ruin; Lord Say and Sele had led
him into perilous measures. With his new
ministers, Falkland, Colepepper and Hyde,
however honourable, his personal intercourse
had been but recent, and there was yet want-
ing on both sides that confidential intercourse
which time only matures. Meanwhile Charles
was betrayed in his most retired hours; the
apartments of the palace were surrounded by
watchful spies, by corner listeners —and by
mean creatures, who on the denial of any
favour would fly to the Parliament, where they
were certain of being enlisted among the re-
cruits of patriotism. Pym unreservedly told
the Earl of Dover, that “if he looked for any
preferments he must comply with them in their
ways, and not hope to have it by serving the
King.” Hence it happened that the most
secret councils, and the future designs of
Charles were anticipated by his great enemies.
These confederacies explain many extraordinary
occurrences which could not have happened in
the ordinary course of affairs, and which must
have often surprised Charles himself as much
as they have done the readers of his history.
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her life, that “although she had heard such a
discourse, she had never considered it credible.”

The King was often driven to similar com-
pulsions. At length when the Commons de-
sired the execution of seven priests, in which
the Lords were made to join, the King would
only consent to their banishment. Among
such numerous claims, which the Commons
were daily urging, this sanguinary measure
was the only one to which the King would not
yield. Amidst the humiliating state of con-
tumely which Charles was enduring, it was
not among the least hopes of some who enter-
tained deeper designs than the rest, that this
Monarch, of a temper hasty and indignant,
would be provoked into some fatal indiscretion,
and so it happened ! :

It was on the 3rd of January, 1642-3, without
any conference with his ministers, that Charles
commanded the Attorney-General to impeach
the five members, and the Lord Kimbolton.
A Serjeant-at-arms demanded that the House
should deliver them into his custody, and re-
turned with a message, but not an answer.
That very night a printed order from the Com-
mons was issued that no member can be arrest-
ed without the consent of the House, and every
person might lawfully aid any member in his
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matter only told that against those persons we
were not to proceed at all; that they were
above our reach, or the reach of the law, so
that it was not easy for us to resolve what to
do.”* Amidst this unhappy conflict of prero-
gative and privilege, new and hurried ordi-
nances were often recurring ; and most of the
dissensions between the King and the Com-
mons seem to have sprung from the latitude,
and even opposite sense, in which both parties
received them. As formerly in the “ Petition
of Right,” Charles discovered in the exercise
of his authority, that he had been deprived of
it, by some unexpected explanatlon of a recent
Act of the Commons.

On the following day, the 4th of January,
Charles, to the astonishment of all men, went
down in person to the House of Commons, to
repeat his injunctions, if not to arrest the mem-
bers, in their open House. He came, too, at-
tended by a formidable company. This me-
morable incident in the history of Charles the
First cast his affairs into irretrievable ruin, at a
moment when Pym is said to have acknow-
ledged that “ If that extraordinary accident
had not happened to give them new credit,
they were sinking under the weight of the ex-

* Husband’s Collections, 245.
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impeachment been solely the consequence of a
long settled determination, it is remarkable that
on so important a State-measure, the King
should never once have discussed it with those
three ministers who possessed his entire con-
fidence.* Whatever we may deem the policy
of this bold act of impeachment, we must not
condemn it as any exercise of arbitrary power,
since the King professed to put the members
on their legal and fair trial. What the trea-
sonable practices precisely were we can only
conjecture ; for the patriots were never brought
to the bar. The articles exhibited by the At-
torney-General seem to have been common
between the impeached members and the Par-
liament. Did Charles imagine that he could
compel the Parliament to condemn themselves
or accomplices with their own leaders ? Hume
has profoundly observed that ¢ the punishment
of leaders is ever the last triumph over a broken
and routed party ; but surely was never before

* Mr. Hallam solves this historical poblem, not perhaps
untruly. ¢ The King was guided by bad private advice,
and cared not to let any of his Privy Council know his in-
tentions lest he should encounter opposition,” i. 588. I
suspect, however, that Mr, Hallam imagined at the moment
of writing this, that Charles had ¢ listened to the Queen.”
583.
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had long witnessed the personal indignities the
King was enduring. It was quite in character
that the vivacious Queen of Charles should
have been transported at this ¢ brisk act,” as
Clarendon might have called it, and rejoiced to
see her Consort become “ master in his own
dominions,” at least over those who were threat-
ening her with an impeachment. Such a coup
d’état would charm her toilette politics, which
were always the echo of some one who had her
ear at the moment ; she had no political head
of her own. That person was now Lord Dig-
by, who had equally fascinated Henrietta and
Charles. The King was not likely to be swayed
on such a strong and decisive measure, by the
sudden freaks and fancies of womanish couneils,
which on many occasions he had treated with
raillery or dismissed with argument. The irri-
tated Monarch was in more danger at this
moment of having his natural impetuosity
worked upon by ¢ the sanguine complexion”
of Lord Digby; an expressive designation
which some years after, experience had taught
the Monarch to apply to his romantic adviser.
All that perilous boldness which characterises
the singular genius of Lord Digby is stamped
on this memorable impeachment, as well as on
the more extraordinary occurrence of the sue-
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from more than one quarter, of his approach,
the House had a little recovered from their
consternation ; still the presence of the Sove-
reign in the House of Commons, for all parties,
was a moment of awful novelty,* and our
actors had now to perform a new part for the
first time. The Speaker was commanded to
keep his seat with the mace lying before him.
Charles entered, solely accompanied by his ne-
phew the Palsgrave. Immediately uncovering
himself, the Members stood up uncovered. The
King took the Speaker’s chair ¢ by his leave.”
He stood some time, glancing around, but seem-
ed perplexed by the multitude of faces ; he more
particularly directed his looks towards Pym’s
usual seat by the bar, whose person he well

* An explanatory apology for this unusual proceeding was
afterwards given by Charles. ¢ We put on a sudden reso-
lution to try whether our own presence, and a clear disco-
very of our intentions, which haply might not have been so
well understood, could remove their doubts, and prevent
those inconveniences which seemed to have been threatened ;
and thereupon we resolved to go in our own person to our
House of Commons, which we discovered not till the very
minute we were going — the bare doing of which we did not
then conceive could have been thought a breach of privilege,
more than if we had gone to the House of Peers, and sent
for them to have come to us, which is the usual custom,”—
Husband’s Collect, 246.
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him that « He thought him right, and that his
own eyes were as good as his. T see the birds
are flown!” He concluded by strenuously in-
sisting that the accused Members must be sent
to him, or he must take his own course.

On this occasion none but the Speaker spoke.
All were mute in sullenness or in awe. No
generous, no dignified, emotions broke forth
from that vast body of Senators. The incident
itself was so sudden, and so evidently unpre-
meditated that Charles had not discovered his
intention to a single friend. All were astonish-
ed or indignant. It was, however, a fitting
and a fortunate occasion for some glorious pa-
triot to have risen as the eloquent organ of the
public opinion, and have loyally touched a
nerve in the heart of a monarch, who would
not have been insensible, amidst his sorrows
and his cares ; he might have been enlightened
by solemn truths, and consoled by that loyalty
of feeling from which he had been so long
estranged. Charles having spoken, and no
friendly voice responding, left the House as
he had entered, with the same mark of re-
spect. But the House was in disturbance,
and reiterated cries of ¢ Privilege! Privilege!”

screamed in the ears of the retiring Mo-
narch.
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to be excused, reminded the King that the
House was so jealous of its privileges, that Mr.
Nevil, a Yorkshire member, had been commit-
ted to the Tower only for telling his Majesty
what words were spoken by Mr. Bellassis son
to Lord Faulconbridge. Charles with remark-
able quickness observed, ¢ I do not ask you to
tell me what was said by any Member of the
House, but what I said myself.” This fortu-
nate distinction allayed the fears of the wary
Clerk of the Commons, and is one among the
other abundant evidence of the logical head of
Charles. Rushworth transcribed the Speech
from his short-hand, the King staying all the
while in the room. The King instantly sent it
to the printer, and it was published on the
morning.

These transactions passed on the third and
fourth of January, 1641-2. The impeached
Members had flown to the city. The Com-
mons on their adjournment formed a select
committee at Grocers’-hall, at once to express
their terror, and not to be removed from the
council of the five. On the fifth, Charles
having utterly rejected the wild bravery of
Digby’s resolution to seize on the Members,
went to the Guildhall accompanied by three
or four Lords and his ordinary retinue. He
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place. The city was agitated, and the panic
spread into the country. All the plots and
conspiracies which they had formerly heard,
and had almost ridiculed, they now imagined
to be very credible. Such rumours were the
talk of the day and were cried at night. A con-
flict of the disordered multitude raged through
Westminster. Their language was as violent
as their motions. “It was a dismal thing,”
says Whitelock, “to all sober men, especially
Members of Parliament, to see and hear them.”
It had become necessary to fortify Whitehall.

On the sixth, the King ventured to issue a
Proclamation for the apprehension of the five
Members who were to be lodged in the Tower.
They were however more secure at a house in
Coleman-street, in hourly communication with
the Committee, till they were carried in state
to Merchant-Taylors’-hall, to sit in.the Com-
mittee itself.

On the seventh, the Royal Proclamation was
declared to be false, scandalous, and illegal,
and the Attorney-General was committed for
having preferred the articles against the five
Members. :

An inflammatory narrative by the Committee
of the King’s unhappy entrance into the House
of Commons, was prepared with considerable
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be; his presence in the Capital had only sur-
rounded him by conspiracies in his palace, and
dethronement from his Parliament.

On the tenth of January the King with his
family, and a few of his household, took his
melancholy departure from Whitehall, which
he never again saw but to die before his palace-
window.

On the eleventh, at noon, the Committee,
with the five Members, came by water to
Westminster. The river was covered with
long boats and barges—their appearance was
warlike—* dressed up with waist-clothes”* as
prepared for action ; their guns pealed and their
streamers waved ; at land the drums and the
trumpets responded. Clamouring against Bi-
shops and Popish Lords, as they passed by
‘Whitehall they jeeringly asked “ What had be-
come of the King and his Cavaliers?” The mul-
titude rolled on from the city and the suburbs,
with loud acclamations, following the citizens

* As Clarendon calls them. The term is not in Todd,
and perhaps the use is obsolete. They are explained in
Kersey’s dictionary, as “all such clothes as are hung about
the cage-work, or uppermost hull, to shadow the men from
the enemy in an engagement ; whence they are also termed
Fights.” The Wark or waist of a ship, is described as that
part of her which lies between the two masts, the main and
the fore-masts.
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remarkable petitioners who went to the King,
were the deputation of a formidable body from
Hampden’s County of Buckinghamshire. Four
thousand, as they were computed, says Rush-
worth, some have said six, riding every man
with the cockade of a printed copy of ¢ the
Protestation” in their hats, had presented them-
selves at the doors of the Commons, calling
themselves  countrymen and neighbours of
Hampden.” As they were probably expected,
this Buckinghamshire cavalcade excited no asto-
nishment, and they were sure of a flattering re-
ception. It must be confessed this muster did
great honour to the Patriot, but the fact could
not be concealed, that here was a formidable
squadron of cavalry of Hampdenites; of which
the Colonel had not yet been appointed. It
was a regiment which might have given Charles
more reasonable alarm than the Commons affect-
ed to feel when Lord Digby drove one morning
in a coach and six, attended by a single servant,
to deliver a message to about fifty disbanded
officers at Kingston, for which he was com-
pelled to fly the country, and attainted of trea-
son for “levying war.”

On the twelfth, Charles flew to Windsor,
having first dispatched a message to the Com-
mons. He told them that some finding it
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side to maintain the justice of his impeach-
ment, it came to an almost incredible conclu-
sion—the King grants a general pardon to all
the parties! The style is singular: “ As he
once conceived that he had ground enough to
accuse them, so now his Majesty finds as good
cause wholly to desert any prosecution of
them.” Charles would not falsify his late pro-
ceedings by declaring the innocence of the ac-
cused Members, but assigns a reason which
only leaves to posterity a testimony of his in-
extricable difficulties. _

It might be imagined that the whole Inci-
dent of the five Members, had now closed all
farther negotiations. But while Charles ex-
isted as the Sovereign, there remained for the
Commons, particularly for the Commonwealth-
men, much to be done. They had not yet
obtained possession of the sword, though they
had wrested the sceptre from Royalty. They
advanced a step farther than the ingenuity of
malice could easily have contrived. They pe-
titioned the King to disclose the names of his
informers against the five Members, and to
consign them to the Parliament! This *“hum-
ble petition” never could be answered by the
King, and this they well knew.* Such was

* Rushworth notes, ‘ What answer his Majesty returned to
this petition, or whether any, I do not find, or remember.”—
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him. While at Dover, a worthless courtier
had been refused to be admitted of the Prince’s
bed-chamber. With men of this stamp a
favour denied implies a wrong received; and
thus injured, this man declared that  since
he could not be considerable by doing the
King service, considerable he would be, by
doing him disservice.” Posting to the Par-
liament, he gave some pretended information
of a design to remove the Prince into France,
but more intelligibly offered himself as “ their
bravo” at taverns, and meetings, not deficient
in insolence and audacity. This worthless re-
jected creature of the Court, though without
talents, and having long lost his character,
was publicly embraced and eulogised, even by
Hampden. In the spirit of party no man is
too mean to court, no arts too gross to prac-
tise. Charles had desired the Marquis of Hert-
ford, the governor of the Prince, to bring him
to Greenwich; on this an express order from
the House forbade his removal. But the com-
mand of the father was preferred. Several
Members hastened to Greenwich to convey the
Prince to London, but the King had arrived;
and they were silent in the presence of the
father. Charles had been greatly agitated on
his road by a message from the Commons
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ness in reply, and a decision in conduct, which
convey the most favourable impressions not
only of his intellect, but of his intellectual cou-
rage. When the Committee of both Houses
went down to Newmarket to deliver this asto-
nishing message, instead of finding the King
subdued into pusillanimity, an objeet of the
contempt they had so studiously shown him,
they were answered by such an unexpected de-
nial, in a style so vigorous and indignant, that
it startled the Committee, who had relied on
what of late had so often passed. They had
come to vanquish a deserted Monarch, and
were themselves repulsed. Lord Holland would
not venture to report the King’s words, with-
out a written memorandum. By this circum-
stance posterity receives an authentic specimen
of Charles’s colloquial discourse ;' 'we ‘trace his
warm undisguised emotions expressive of his
anger, or pathetic from deep and injured
feelings.

From the King’s interviews with the Com-
mittee I transcribe those passages which will
interest the readers of his history.

“ I am confident that you expect not that X
should give you a speedy answer to this strange
and unexpected declaration.

“ What would you have ? Have I violated
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had in 1623, been very differently affected towards this
State-victim ?

What I had said attracted the attention of the very
amiable descendant of that great Patriot. Lord Eliot
favoured me with a correspondence on that occasion, in
which the ability of the noble writer is only equalled
by his urbanity.

I had said that Sir John Eliot was * of a new family,”
an expression retained from a contemporary writer, who
at the time seems to have considered that a family in
Cornwall, not of ancient Cornish descent, was there ¢“a
new family.” T read with delight his Lordship’s accu-
rate researches relative to the Family of the Eliots. I
rejoice whenever I observe the junior branches of our
Aristocracy sensible, that they have had Ancestors, and
that there is a Posterity. Some appear to consider that
they stand unconnected with either.

His Lordship writes, ¢ Without attaching any un-
due importance to Antiquity of Family, one may be
permitted to entertain some little feeling on this subject ;
and I trust that you will not think that in mentioning
the following circumstances I have dwelt on them at an
unreasonable length.” I am confident, since I have
known his Lordship, that he entertains not a little, but
a great deal of feeling on this subject. The descendant
of an illustrious man has always to consider that a great
Ancestor is a perpetual Rival.

Lord Eliot’s researches in the antiquity of his family
will interest some of my readers, as a Record preserving
several curious particulars ; although his Lordship ob-
serves that ¢ These statements may not be of any in-
terest to the world in general, but they are still of some
importance to the descendants of Sir John Eliot.”

His Lordship then proceeds,
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I noticed, vol. ii. 277, from the Report of the High
Sheriff of Cornwall, and the Commissioners returning a
aihil, when sent to inquire into the lands and goods of
Sir John Eliot, and also from what he had himself de-
clared I surmised, either that means had been resorted to,
to screen his property, or that Eliot was a man of ruined
fortunes. I derived my information from a Manuscript
to which I referred.

On this Lord Eliot remarks, ¢ With respect to Sir
John Eliot’s ruined fortunes, I must be allowed to call
in question the accuracy of this supposition. The lands
attached to the Priory of St. Germans were of consider-
able extent ; they have descended from father to son to
the present day, and now form a considerable portion
of my father’s property—I am certainly at a loss to ac-
count for the report of the Sheriff and Commissioners,
of which I was ignorant, and can only suppose that he
must have conveyed his estate to his son.”

This perplexing incident in Sir John’s history, has
been perfectly cleared of any doubts, since I have per-
used his correspondence. The apparent destitution of
Sir John, which startled his Lordship, was solely a con-
trivance to elude the gripe of the Law. A letter ad-
dressed to his cousin Boscawen, which I have printed,
fully explains ¢ this management of his poor fortune,
which through the disturbance of these times I may not
call my own.” Sir John grants an allowance of 200.. per
annum to his youngest son for travelling abroad. This
was no mean expenditure; Sir Symonds D’Ewes, was
allowed at college only 50/. a year, at a time his father
was one of the Six clerks in Chancery, with an income
of 3000/. a year. I find Sir John in the Tower ar-
ranging leases for tenants, through the medium of his
relatives, who held his estates in trust. He subscribes
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very Portrait as ¢ a perpetual memorial of his hatred of
tyranny”—Lord Eliot with the same continued zeal, sent
to Town from Port Eliot two portraits of the Patriot,
taken at different periods of his life—both undoubted
originals. I have been favoured with a view of them.
They should never more be separated. The one repre-
sents Sir John in the vigour of life, with a ruddy com-
plexion ; the more interesting portrait bearing the me-
lancholy inscriptien that it was painted a_few days before
his death in the Tower, betrays the last stage of atrophy
or consumption. The contraction of the pallid face
placed by the side of the broad and florid countenance of
his early manhood, offers a very striking and pathetic
image of mortality.

The mystery attached to “the Comb” is perfectly
cleared on an inspection of the Tower-portrait. Sir
John is painted in a very elegant morning-dress, ap-
parently of lace, holding this huge and clumsy instru~
ment of his coiffure. - It was the bad taste of the artist,
which produced this impertinent accompaniment; the
picture though somewhat hard and stiff, has a great ap-
pearance of truth.

CORRESPONDENCE.

I said in the second volume of these Commentaries,
p- 283, ¢ During his long imprisonment in the Tower,
Sir John Eliot found, as other impetuous spirits have,
that wisdom and philosophy have hidden themselves be-
hind the bars of a prison window; there, his passions
weaker, and his contemplation more profound, he nobly
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sical attainments were considerable; his style of com-
position is Ciceronian ; it is sometimes exuberant, and
sometimes it requires great attention not to complain of
its obscurity. But he aimed at a splendour to which he
often reached; and the fortunate passages of his elo-
quence had been rarely equalled by others in his day.
He was a votary, perhaps a victim to Stoicism ; he bhad
filled his mind with sublime reveries; and the stoical
philosophy which he so ardently cultivated, may have
offered consolations in a dungeon. His scholastic eru-
dition injured his genius; in the Treatises he has left,
he advances no position but on some authority; and
Hampden, to whom Eliot sent his writings for revi-
sion, in performing the critical office with infinite de-
licacy, advised his friend not to bind up the flowers of
others so much, as to draw from his own fertile inven-
tion. More than one large Treatise, are the fruits of
his imprisonment, and remain the monuments of the
greatness of his mind.

The letters of Sir John Eliot, which I have selected,
appear to me to exhibit some novel and singular traits
in his own personal character—in his chastised mind,.
abstracted from the ungoverned passions of society. The
lofty strain of morality which he addresses to his sons,
is at least admirable—it came from one who formerly
had not been himself so familiar with that theory of
morals, which charmed him in the dreary years of his
confinement. 'The last days of Eliot seem to have been
touched by a more melancholy tenderness,—the secret
precursors of a life about to cease; the meltings of his
unbroken mind.

I have preserved every letter of Hampden, of whom I
have never met with any other writings. They delight
from the charm of his manner, and the strong feelings
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It is no small satisfaction to me when I have intelli-
gence of your health, and I bless Heaven for it as some
effect of my petitions; but to hear of the progress of
your learning, of your aptness and diligence in that,
of your careful attendance in all exercises of religion,
and the instruction and improvements of your minds,
which are foundations of a future building, this does
infuse another spirit to me, and extends my comforts to
a latitude that hardly is expressible. I cannot but in
general thus discover it, partly to intimate the pitch of
my affections, that your course may rise with it ; partly
to represent your owne example to you, that you digress
pot from that rule which practise and experience continu-
ally must better.

It is a fine history well studied, the observation of
ourselves, the exact view of our own actions to examine
what has past, it begets a great knowledge of particu-
lars, taking of all-kindes ; and gives a larger advantage
to your judgments truly to discriminate, for it carries
a full prospect to the hart which opens the intention,
and through that simplicity is seene the principle of each
motion which shadows or dissembles for us the good or
evil. From thence having the trew knowledge of par-
ticulars what we have done and how ; and the judgment
upon that, what our workes are to us; then come we to
reflect upon ourselves for the censure (judgment) of any
action wherein every little error is discovered, every obli-
quity is seene, which by the reprehension of the con-
science (the most awefull of tribunals) being brought to
a secret confession, drawes a free repentance and submis-
sion for the fault, and soe is reduced to conformity
again: this fruite has the study of ourselves, besides
many other benefitts. The varietie of contingeancies
and accidents, in our persons, in our fortunes, in our
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vantage than in these trialls and afilictions (and I may
not limitt it soe narrowly within the confines of this life
which [ hope shall extend much further) the operations
they have had, the new effects they worke, the discove-
ries they make upon ourselves, upon others, upon all ;
shewing the scope of our intentions, the summe of our
indeavours, the strength of all our actions to be vanitie ;
how can it then but leave an impression in our harts,
that we are nearest unto happiness when we are furthest
off from them, I meane the vaine intentions of this world,
the fruitless labours, and indeavours that they move,
from which nothing soe faithfully delivers us as the
crosses and afflictions that we meet, those mastering
checks and contraventions that like torrents break down
all outward hopes? This speculation of the vanitie of
this world does not only shew a happiness in those
crosses by the exemption which we gain, but infers a
further benefit in that by a nearer contemplation of our-
selves ; of what we doe consist, what original we had, to
what end we were directed, and in this he whose image
is upon us, to whom we doe belong, what materials we
are of ; that, besides the bodie (which only is obnoxious
to these troubles) the better part of our composition is
the soule, whose freedom is not subject to anie autho-
ritie without us, but depends wholly on the disposition
of the Maker, who framed it for himself, and therefore
gave it substance incompatible of all power and domi-
nion but his own.

This happiness I confess in all the trials I have had
has never parted from me (how great then is his favour
by whose meanes I have enjoyed it!) The days have all
seemed pleasant, nor nights have ever been tedious ; nor
fears nor terrors have possest me, but a constant peace
and tranquillity of the mind, whose agitation has been
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only be for the sealing of some leases now and then,
upon compositions of my tenants, for which as there
is occasion, I have appointed this bearer, my servant,
Maurice Hill, to attend you, to whom your dispatch in
that behalf shall be a full satisfaction of the trust.

Tower, 28th February, 1630.

(Eliot MSS. fol. 94.)

[Eliot remonstrates with his son, on some remissness in his stu-
dies. He opens with some very exalted ideas of a platonic cast ;
and impresses the necessity of ¢ Privacy, as the nurse of Studies.”
At the close the idea of Infention is remarkably used.}

RICHARD,

THAT your studies may not want occasion, if my
letters do impart it, I shall often solicit you as now
to the intention of that work, hoping more-often by that
means to hear again from you, for till the last convey-
ance I had no little doubt, after so long a silence, where
you were, or whether you were or no; but now your
paper has resolved me with some satisfaction to my
hopes, that the reflection of your virtues will in time
afford me both comfort and confidence ; comfort in your
happiness and confidence against all accident. For as
my hopes so my fears have their chief place in you,
(you and your brother, for you two I make but one in
respect of the spirit and affection which shall always be
between you,) who as in order and expectation you are
first, are likewise the greatest object of my care, the
success of which will stand for a pattern and prediction
to the rest. Therefore you must endeavour to make this
precedent exact, that shall have transition to others, and
not to frame it to the common models of the time, but
contrarium mundo iter intende, like the primum mobile
and first shadow, thought for whole worlds, the generality
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But 1 doubt there are shadows of those shadows that
are followed ; something less than honour, while the sub-
stance and virtue is neglected. How comes it else that
your tutor should complain you are careless and remiss ?
It cannot be when there is true affection, there should
be indiligence and neglect ; when studie is declined the
desires are alienated from the.virtue, for no ends are at-
tained without the means; and the neglect of that shows
a diversion from the other. If it be since my last, I
must resume my fears, that though your own judgment
did not guide you, my cautions should be lost. If it
should be hereafter when that advise, those reasons and
the commands, and authority of a father (a father most
indulgent to the happiness of his child,) which I now
give you to redeem the time is spent; to redeem the
studies you have missed, and to redeem yourself who
are ingaged to danger, or that hazard and adventure.
If these make no impressions, and these must be read
in the characters of your course, if they work not an
alteration, if they cause not a new diligency and inten-
tion, an intention of yourself, and intention of the object,
virtue ; an intention of the means, your study, and an
exact intention of the time to improve it to that end,
I shall then receive that wound, which I thank God no
enemy could give me, sorrow and affliction of the mind,
and that from him from whom I hoped the contrary—
but I still hope, and the more confidently for the pro-
mise which your letters have assured me. Let it be
bettered in performance by your future care and dili-
gence, which shall be accompanied with the prayers and
blessings of

Your most loving Father,
JouN ELIOT.
Tower, 7th of November, 1630.

To R. Evutor.
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they hardly meet again —but with you I am confident
what else my weakness shall present will have a faire ac-
ceptance. Your charity is my assurance in this point,
of which being most deserving as of your praiers, I rest,
Your most affectionate servant,
JouN ELIOT.
Tower, 25th January, 1631.
(Eliot Papers. 110.)

[Eliot complains of a difficulty in receiving letters. He alludes
to some rumours of his liberation, and closes not without hope of
rejoining the Grenville family.]

TO MR, GRENVILLE. :
Tower, 31st January, 1631-32.
SIR,

THE restraint and watch uppon me barrs much of
my intercourse with my frends, while their presence is
denied me, and letters are soe dangerous and suspected,
as it is little that way we exchange; soe as if circum-
stances shall condemn me, I must stand guiltie in their
judgments, yet yours, though with some difficultie I
have received, and manie times when it was knocking at
my door, because their convoy could not enter they did
retire again, wherein I must commend the caution of
your messenger ; but.at lgngth it found a safe passage by
my servant, made mee happie in your favour, for which
this comes as a retribution and acknowledgment.

For those rumours which you meet that are but
artificial, or by chance, it must be your wisdom not to
credit them ; manie such false fires are flyinge dailie in
the ear: when there shall be occasion expect that intelli-
gence from frends, for which in the meene time you do
well to be provided, though I shall crave when that dis-
pute falls properlie and for reasons not deniable, a change
of your intention in particulars as it concerns myselfe, in
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myself. These three weeks I have had a full leasure to
do nothing, and strictly tied unto it either by their
direction or my weakness. The cause originally was a
cold, but the symptoms that did follow it spake more’
sickness ; ‘a gradual indisposition it begot in all the
faculties of the bodie. The learned said a consumption
did attend it, but I thank God I did not feel or credit
it.  What they advise as the ordinance that’s appointed
I was content to use, and in the time I was a patient
suffered whatever they imposed. Great is the authority
of princes, but greater much is their’s who both com-
mand our purses and our wills. What the success of
their government wills must be referred to Him that is
master of their power. I find myself bettered, though
not well, which makes me the more readie to observe
them. The divine blessing must effectuate their wit—
it is that medicine that has hitherto protected me, and
will continue me amongst other affairs to remain
Your faithfull friend and servant,
J. E.

(Eliot’s MS. Letters, 119.)

[Hampden sends some observations on his younger son, John
Eliot; and on his elder, respecting some irregularity at College.
At the close, Hampden gives sume opinion of Eliot’s manuscript.}

HAMPDEN TO ELIOT.
SIR,

I Hope you will receave your sonnes both safe, and
that God will direct you to dispose of them as they may
be raised up for his service and to your comfort.

Some words I had with your younger sonne, and
given him a taste of those apprehensions he is like to
find with you, which I tell him future obedience to your
pleasure rather than justification of past passages must
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(Additional MS, 5016.)

[At the British Museum, which I accidentally discovered in a box.
This letter never reached Eliot, it was intercepted.]

JOHUN HAMPDEN TO SIR JOHN ELIOT.

NOBLE SIR,

*Tr1s well for me that letters cannot blush, else you
would easily reade me guilty. I ame ashamed of so
long a silence, and know not how to excuse it, for as no-
thing but businesse can speake for mee, of which kinde I
have many advocates, so can I not tell how to call any
businesse greater than holding an affectionate correspon-
dence with so excellent a frend. My only confidence is
I pleade at a barr of love, where absolutions are much
more frequent than censures. Sure I am that conscience
of neglect doth not accuse me ; though evidence of fact
doth. I would add more, but the entertainment of a
stranger friend calls upon me, and one other unevitable
occasion ; hold mee excused, therefore, deare friend, and
if you vouchsafe mee a letter, lett mee beg of you to
teach me some thrift of time, that I may imploy more
in your service, who will ever be

Your faithful servant and affectionate friend,
Jo. HAMPDEN.

Commend my service to the soldier if not gone to his

Colonel.

Hampden, March 21, 1631-32.

To my honnored and deare friend Sr John Eliott, at his lodging
in the Tower.
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booke but that of the minde would be found no ward if
you should die to-morrow: yet ’tis a great hazard mee
thinkes to send so sweet a disposition guarded with no
more experience amongst a people, whereof many make
it their religion to be superstitious in impiety ; and their
behaviour to be affected in ill-manners: but God, who
only knowes the periods of life, and oportunityes to
come, hath designed him (I hope) for his owne service
betime, and stirred up your providence to husband hime
so early for great affaires, then shall he be sure to find
hime in Fraunce, that Abraham did in Terar and Joseph
in Egypt, under whose wing alone is perfect safety.

Concerning the Lord, who is nowe reported to be as
deepe in repentance as he was profound in sinne: the
papers, &c.: I shall take leave from your favour, and
my streight of time to be silent till the next weeke,
when I hope for the happinesse to kisse your handes,
and to present you with my most humble thankes for
your letters, which confirm the observation I have made
in the progresse of affections: that it is easier much to
winne upon ingenious natures than to meritt it. This
they tell mee I have done of yours, and I account a
noble purchas, which to improve with the best services
you can command and I perform, shall be the care of

Your affectionate friend and servant,
JoHN HAMPDEN.

Hampden, May 11th, 1631.

Present my services to Mr. Long, Mr. Valentine, &c.

Do not thinke by what I say that I am fully satisfied
of your younger sonne course intended, for I have a
crotchett out of the ordinary way, which I would have
acquainted you with if I had spoken with you before he
had gone, but am almost ashamed to communicate.
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me tell which he should have spared, I had been ap-
posed : so say I, of these expressions. And that to sa-
tisfy you, not myselfe, but that by obeying you in a
command so contrary to my own disposition, you may
measure how large a power you have over

J. HAMPDEN.
Hampden, June 20, 1631.

Recommend my service to Mr. Long ; and if Sir
Oliver Luke be in town, express my affections to him in
my words. The first part of your papers you had by
the hands of B. Valentine long since. If you hear of
your sons, or can send to them, let me know.

(Eliot Papers, 130.)

[This is a curious letter of one of the country gentlemen, of Sir
John's party, who gives an account of the commissioners for Loan-
money. He ¢ would not be complimented out of his money,” and
exults on * holding his hands fast in his pocket.””]

MR. SCAWEN TO SIR JOHN ELIOT.

THE seconde fearfull commission is now past, and
since by your servant you are pleased to demand it of
me, I will present you with the relation of the pro-
gresse of it.

We were all called together (but in severall days fol-
lowing) at Bodmin. After the commission was read, we
were like to depart without as much as any speech of-
fered us; much tyme was spent in straining courtesy
between the son and the father, and I think we had bin
deprived of the expectation had not the courtier brought
down some of his court-phrases in exchange for the
mony. I interpreted their longe silence to the best,
thinking they meant by it, that they thought the mat-
ter such as no Cornish man would open his mouth in it,
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their fruites, the corruption of their aer through the
strife of heat and moisture, and the natural disposition
of all bodies to sicknesse and infection in the return of
blood, makes it at first more fearful ; besides, the plague
has raigned generally in that country, and some townes
still are visited, by which both the aer and houses may
be yet suspected, untile some frosts correct them. I
leave to your better consideration to resolve to stay till
Spring.

That reason which you give for the advantage of the
language, has its truth meerly the contrary ; for if with-
out knowledge in the French you first shall seek the
Italian, that will be then less pleasant and soe more
difficult, by which the more necessary will be left, to be
then gained when perchance there will be leasure for it:
whereas if you shall gett againe some perfection in the
French, and then gett into Italie, what you then lose
will be regained againe at your returninge homewards,
and you become a master in the tongues. This winter
spent in France I hope will be enough for preparation,
and then at springe you may pass from thence to Italie.

For the danger that’s pretended in your travells in
those parts only with private company, I am. confident
there is no reason, but what the sickness may occasion,
and that admits no priviledge. The territories of the
Church T hope you will avoid (those I confess are dan-
gerous, as all Spaine, which by no meanes I can allow
you ever to enter), but other parts are free, and peace-
able as in England, where with discretion you may as
much rely on your safetie, for the present troubles in
France I conceive little cause of doubt. To strangers
they impart noe hasards or adventures, more than vo-
luntarily they insure, but such advantage of knowledge
and experience they may yield, which I did think the
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myself bettered by the motion. Cold at first was the
occasion of my sickness, heat and tenderness by close
keepinge in my chamber has since increast my weakness.
Air and exercise are thought most proper to repaire it,
which are the prescription of my Doctors, though noe
physick. I thank God other medicines I now take not,
but those Catholicons, and doe hope I shall not need
them: as children learn to go, I shall get acquainted with
the aer, practice and use will compasse it, and now and
then a fall is an instruction for the future. These va-
rieties He does trie us with, that will have us perfect at
all parts, and as He gives the trial He likewise gives the
ability that shall be necessary for the worke He will sup-
plie, that does command the labour, whose deliveringe
from the Lion and the Bear, has the Philistine also at
the disposition of his will, and those that trust him, un-
der his protection and defence. O! infinite mercy of
our Master, deare frend, how it abounds to us, that are
unworthy of his service! How broken ! how imperfect !
how perverse and crooked are our waies in obedience to
him! how exactly straight is the line of his providence
to us, drawn out through all occurrents.and particulars
to the whole length and reasure of our time ; how per-
fect is his hand that has given his Sonne unto us, and
with him has promised likewise to give us all things—
relieving our wants, sanctifying our necessities, prevent-
ing our dangers, freeing us from all extremities, and
died himself for us! What can we render? what re-
tribution can we make worthy soc great a majestie?
worthy such love and favour? We have nothing but
ourselves who are unworthy above all, and yett that as
all other things is his; for us to offer up that, is but to
give him of his owne, and that in far worse condition
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